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CURRENT TOPICS, 


| ALL THE JUDGES were summoned to meet the Lord Chancellor on 
Wednesday afternoon last, and the courts rose at three o’clork to 
enable the members of the bench to attend the meeting. 





Lorn Justice Fry was absent from court on account of illness 

on Tuesday last, but returned, apparently quite recovered, on 

the following day. Mr. Justice Kay was also obliged, on Wednes- 

| day, to be absent from illness, and it is understood that he will 

not return before Monday next. During his absence, Mr. Justice 
Norru has undertaken some of his chamber work. 





We print elsewhere Mr. O’Hea’s “ Bill to repeal the Solicitors’ 
Annual Certificate Duty,” which was only issued on Thursday 
last, though ordered by the House of Commons to be printed on 

_ the 8th ult. It will be seen that the Bill provides for the abolition 

of the duty ‘‘from and after the passing of this Act”; for the 

taking out of a certificate by every solicitor, for which a sum of 
ten shillings is to be charged, and for such certificate being equiva- 
lent to a stamped certificate. The Bill appears to be rather roughly 

drafted, and does not make it clear whether the certificate is to be 
taken out once for all, or whether, on a change of residence by a 
solicitor, he will have to take out a new certificate. 





Tue petAys which have so frequently been complained of as 
occurring in the offices of the Chancery Taxing Masters have, at 
length, engaged the attention of the authorities, and it is under- 
stood that the Lord Chancellor is considering whether he shall 
appoint a ninth taxing master, so as to expedite business. During 
the period when there were only seven of these officials, it was a 
common complaint that, unless a bill were carried in before the 
end of April, the chance of getting it taxed before the Long 
Vacation was somewhat remote. In 1879, when an eighth master 
was appointed, complaints of a like nature were also heard. These 
delays were, and are due to the pressure of business, and not 
to any fault of the masters. As regards the fees taken by 
the taxing masters, they increased during the fifteen years before 
an eighth taxing master was appointed from £21,573 to £35,093, 
so that an increase of upwards of one-fifth in the work was 
ample warrant for adding one-seventh to the strength of the 
workers. During the five years which succeeded 1879 the annual 
average amount of fees taken-in the Chancery Taxing Office has 
been £35,169, whereas, in the fifteen years previous, the average 
' was only £28,977. The year 1880 was that in which most fees 
'were taken and the largest amount of costs taxed during the 
twenty years up to 1884, but since 1880 both the fees and the 
amount of the bills taxed have rather decreased, though the 
average has been high. The salaries of the whole staff do not, we 
believe, exceed £22,000. The margin of fees thus shewn is far 
' more than sufficient to pay the salary of another taxing master 
and of his staff, end this, coupled with the delays complained of, 
certainly give sufficient grounds for making the appointment. 











of ‘‘suitors in person” may be ascribed partly to compassion for 
the benighted wanderer in on mazes, and partly, perhaps, to a 
keen relish for a temporary resumption of their old habits at the 
bar. Whatever may be the reason, however, the bench have been 
often by no means averse to undertake the task of ascertaining and 
presenting in proper shape the points of a case brought before 
them by a litigant who confesses that he knows no law, and reepect- 
fully stands aside while the judges argue his case for him. But it 
appears that there has been developed a novel, irritating, and most 
unwarrantable species of ‘‘ suitor in person,” who refuses to abide 
by the rules of the game; insists on having a hand in it himself, 
and declines to leave the matter altogether to his judicial allies. 
This person, dubbed by Mr. Justice Srernen the “ half-lawyer,” 
is found to be an intolerable nuisance; and his most irregular 
conduct seems likely to lead to a judicial revolt against the whole 
system of suitors in person. On Tuesday last, in the Divisional 
Court, on the hearing of an opposed motion for a new trial, Mr. 
Justice Grove remarked :—‘ In this case the appellant has appeared 
in person, and this course is very inconvenient. There are many 
parties who do not appear in formd pauperis, but are well able to 
instruct, yet do not instruct, counsel. They take up our time, 
which might well be much more usefully employed. Counsel 
would have put the points of the case before us clearly and dis- 
tinctly ; here we have had very much trouble in striving to elucidate 
and to extricate the real legal points in issue. We believe that 
we have succeeded in doing so, but this labour on our part must 
not be taken to be a precedent. It is not our duty to find out 
the real points of law from amid the chaos. The real points ought to 
be presented to us; we should not have to find them.” And Mr. 
Justice SrerHen added :—“‘ It is inconvenient enough for us when 
the party in person is not a lawyer, but when parties in person 
are ‘half-lawyers,’ the inconvenience is greater still. It then 
becomes most difficult for us to extricate the real points of law to 
be discussed.” These observations are more particularly worthy 
of notice since both the above learned judges are remarkable for 
the pains which they bestow on the cases of litigants in person. 
If the judges mean to put a stop to the nuisance which has 
attained such dimensions of late they should follow the course 
adopted by the House of Lords in McMurray v. Jackson (28 
Soxicrrors’ Journat, 611), and make a special order as to costs. 
In that case the House of Lords said that, ‘inasmuch as the 
appellant (who appeared in person) had throughout overlooked the 
points which were in his favour, and had insisted on others which 
were untenable, no costs of the present appeal would be allowed.” 





Tae Lorp Cwancetior, in receiving a deputation from the 
Free Land League on Tuesday last, developed at some length 
his views on the land question, but avoided committing himself 
to any general definite scheme of reform. He is not so joyously 
confident of having solved the problem as was his prede- 
cessor. He said that he was in favour of the abolition of the 
law of primogeniture, and that, in his experience, many instances 
of a painful character of the injustice of the working of this law 
had.occurred in the last few years. He was also in favour of 
abolishing copyhold tenure as soon as possible, not only on the 
ground that it renders the land system of the country less simple 
by introducing exceptions into the general rule, but 
owing to its preventing improvements. He mentioned a property 
where he could distinguish between the freehold and copyhold 
tenements owing to the state of the buildings; and we may add 


| that in woodland counties they may readily be distinguished owing 


Tur supers are at last opening their eyes to the fact that a certain | to the absence of timber on the copyholds; in the Weald “the oak 
proportion of litigants, perfectly well able to bear the costs of legal | shuns base land.” He mentioned a case where the stewards’ costs 


assistance, prefer to save their pockets by engaging the bench =f ee > ee 
while the 8 com on was only - He expressed 


"unravel their cases before deciding them. The patience and con- 
sideration which the judges often display in ‘conducting the cases 


and compensation on enfranchisement amounted to over £12, 


himself in favour of considerable, though not specifying what, 
23 
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limitation of the power of settling land. He thought that the 
question must be looked at in two ways—first, the fuller the 
ownership of land by the person im possession the better ; and 
secondly, the more simple settlements are made, the easier it is to 
improve the transfer of land by means of registration of title. He 
expressed an opinion that registration of title can only be effected 
by contriving some scheme by which the persons whose: names are 
on the register can be dealt with as easily as the persons in whose 
names Consols stand. He did not say that this was an easy thing 
to secure, but it was the thing to be aimed at ; he indicated a prefer- 
efeée for making the beneficial provisions by way of trust only. 
His remarks on the enfranchisement of leaseholds are well worthy 
of attention. He pointed out that sometimes those “who are 
anxious for one simple uniform system of enfranchisement lose sight 
of the fact that certain leascholds have been granted at a rent 
which never otherwise would have been taken for them on the 
condition of buildings of a certain character being erected, the 
pefson who makes the lease having let the ground on lower terms 
' than he would otherwise have granted, because he hoped to secure 
the buildings erected by reason of the lease falling in. There are, 
of course, cases where there is no such consideration—where at 
the time of the lease the land is let free from any such consideration, 
and the owner gets the full rent. ‘I think,” he added, “ that this 
difference would have to be taken into account, unless you are to 
do injustice in any measure introduced relating to the enfranchise- 
ment of leaseholds already granted. Of course, it is a totally 
different question whether you should not enact a provision by 
which leaseholds beyond a certain length of time are in effect 
prohibited.” This is very much what we have always urged. 





THE prrectors of the various railway companies have been 
issuing circulars calling upon their shareholders to meet and pro- 
test against the Railway and Canal Traffic Bill, and, in particular, 
against that important clause of it to which we directed special atten- 
tion when the Bill was first printed, whereby powers are proposed 
to be given to revise maximum rates. It is urged very strenuously, 
and in varying phraseology, that the present rates, being authorized 
by the Acts of Parliament under which the railways were con- 
structed, the proposed revision will amount to a breach of faith 
with the shareholders who invested their property in railways on 
an understanding that the rates should not be revised without 
their consent; and the shareholders are to meet, as the Midland 
Railway circular puts it, “‘ to consider the best course to be adopted 
in this emergency to secure the maintenance of the good faith of 
Parliament towards railway companies.” It has been pointed out 
that in 1845 a Standing Order passed both Houses of Parliament, 
by virtue of which every railway Act passed in and.after that year 
contains, as one of its concluding sections, a section to the effect 
that ‘‘ nothing herein contained shall be deemed or construed to 
exempt the railway by this Act authorized to be made from the 
provisions of any general Act relating to this Act, or of any 
general Act relating to railways, which may hereafter pass during 
the present or any future session of Parliament, or from any future 
revision or alteration under the authority of Parliament of the 
maximum rates of fares and charges authorized by this Act.” The 
words we have italicized appear for the first time in 1845. 
Railways Acts passed before 1845 may be divided into three classes. 
In the majority of cases they contain a section to the same effect 
as that above, with the exception only of the italicized words. 
Some early Acts, as, for instance, the Act authorizing the South- 
Eastern (6 Will. 4, c. 75), contain the very singular provision 
that nothing in the Act “shall exempt the railroad . . . 
from the provisions of any general Act for the regulation of 
Tailroads which may be passed before the expiration of one year 
from the passing of this Act, if Parliament shall be sitting at the 
expiration of such period of one year, or (if Parliament shall not 
then be sitting) before the end of the then next session of Parlia- 
ment.” In still earlier Acts, such as the Liverpool and Manchester 
Act (7 Geo. 4, c. 49), there is no saving clause whatever. About 
2,000 miles of railway were constructed before 1845. In the 
majority of cases, the Acts authorizing this comparatively small 
portion of the railroad mileage of the country have been super- 
seded by new Acts (passed since 1845) containing new toll clauses, 
and containing also, of course, the saving clause in its strongest 





form. The South-Eastern and London and South-Western Acts 
afford the principal exceptions to this almost universal rule, and © 


of stems of those two companies are still worked under 
ets peers Sia clause in its weakest form. 








SERVICE OF WRITS OUT OF THE JURIS. 
DICTION. 
I 


In a recent issue we discussed the broad, general principles which 
underlie the question of security for costs when it is required from 
plaintiffs non-resident within the jurisdiction. This is practically 
the only point in our Faaieb Mpeg which affects foreign 
plaintiffs in our courts. Subject to this rule as to giving security, 
the English courts are open alike to subjects and aliems, persons 
domiciled in, and persons domiciled beyond the jurisdiction of the 
territory of the United Kingdom. So long.as the defendant is within 
that jurisdiction at the time of the service of the writ, it matters 
not what the cause of action is, nor where it arose, nor wiat the 
law which must be applied to settle it. There is but one exception 
to this general rule, which may be stated thus: The English courts 
decline jurisdiction in suits relating to land situate in a foreign 
country ; but even this would seem to be limited to suits relatim 
to the title of such land, for actions for rent of real property a 
have been frequently heard and determined in England. ; 

But foreigners and persons not domiciled nor usually resident 
within the jurisdiction are affected in a very considerable degree by 
our practice when they are defendants in suits brought in the 

lish courts. : 

ere is'a very old maxim of the civil law, with which we pre- 
sume all our ers are perfectly familiar, Actor sequitur forwm 
rei. Itis to be found, we believe, in all systems of law. But 
whatever virtue it may have ori, y P ncrmpes and however 
equitable the glamour of right which it ws round defendants 
may be, it has long been found to be exceedingly impractical, and 
essentially unsuited to the commercial necessities of the age we 
live in. Every State has consequently set its legal advisers to 
work to invent means of extricating its courts from the fetters 
which the maxim has drawn closely round their jurisdiction ; and 
thus it is that to-day we find drawn up in almost every code of 
civil procedure a set of exceptions to the maxim, a statement of 
cases varying as much in number as in logical basis, in which 
non-resident defendants are declared to be subject to the 
jurisdiction of the courts whose procedure is regulated by 
the code in question. For the present we shall confine our 
attention to some of the general principles on which our own set 
of exceptions is based, and which are embodied in order 11 of 
the Judicature Act under the title, “‘Service out of the jurisdic. 
tion.” 

The history of this well-known order divides itself into 
three epochs. The first commences in 1852 with the primitive 
simplicity of the Common Law Procedure Act; the second in 1875 
with the hideons jumble of words contained in ord. 11, r. 1, of 
the old Rules of Court, speedily amended by the still more hideous 
jumble of rule 1a. ; the third in 1883, with the apparently precise 
schedule contained in ord. 11, r. 1, of the new Rules of Court, 
which, we believe, was drafted entirely by the then Lord 
Chancellor, Lord Selborne. How long this third epoch is 
destined to survive is a question whose answer can only 
be sought in the dim and distant courses of the future. We 
believe that it is full of latent defects which cases will 
presently make patent. Turning, however, to sections 18 and 
19 of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, the provisions 
contained in them seem based on the soundest common sense, 
free from ambiguity, and easy to be und by the persons 
most inte: — Rat is to say, non-resident foreigners. The writ, 
or notice of the writ, could be issued for service eut of the juris- 
diction either where the cause of action arose within the jurisdic- 
tion or where the cause of action was in respect of the breach of 
a contract made within the jurisdiction. The fundamental idea 
was clearly a species of imaginary submission to the law of the 
country by some ect done within the country, either in fact or in 
law, which gave rise to the cause of action, and a claim by the 
courts to exercise jurisdiction in respect of such submission. But 
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(Was meant by a ‘‘ cause of action”? The Courts of Queen’s 
di and Exchequer thought one thing; the'Court tino 
thought another. Here was a pretty state of things’ 






of the Common Pleas prevailed, although the judges of the Queen’s 

Bench ‘‘ were of the same opinion still’*; and thencéforward the 

conyerse of the second case contemplated in the above sections+- 

, thei breach in England of o contract made. abroad—was. 

declared to.fall within their provisions. Thus the! only difficult’ 
t which arose in the old practice was definitively scttied. 

The simple rule of 1852 was condemned to make room 
for the complicated and abstruse provisions of the order and 
miles of 1875, The most important modification then. intro- 
duced was the exclusion, in certain contract cases, of defendants 
resident in Scotland or Iveland., ‘Dhere was, further, an extension 
of the old mle to cases which im any way affected ‘‘land, stock, 
or other property situate withim the Jaristiotidn,” and to certain 
cases where the action was brought for an injunction, presumably { 
to save doubts ‘being raised as 2 4 hether the’ claim for an injune- { 
tion could, in strictness, be ed a cause of action; and; finally, 
a separation of torts from breaches of contract, the principle of the 
old rule, however, being , leave being granted when 
the tort was committed within the jurisdiction. _ 

Lastly, we come to the changes of 1883. The partial exclusion of 
Scotch and Irish defendants fromthe rule is made (in deference to 
complaints coming from north of the T weed, not altogether unreason- 
able mor wholly reasonable) praetically complete: it is no longer 
limited to certain contract cases, but applies to all the cases 
specified in the sub-sections of rule 1, and is absolute.in all con- 
tract cases. Secondly, the extension of 1875 to cases affecting 
property within the jurisdiction has been curtailed so as to apply 
gnly to land. The rule as to injunctions is left intact. Thi, 
the principle, asit applies to actions in tort, has been completely 
ehanged ; in lieu of the commission of the tort. within the juris- 
diction being the test, it is mow the domicil or usual residence of 
the tert feasor, irrespective of the place of commission of the tort. 
Fourthly, we have a set of new principles; the ordinary jurisdic- 
tion conferred in all cases over a defendant by mere presence 
wit! in the territory is extended to persons domiciled, or usuall 
resident in the country; in a similar way it is extended to 
persons who are “necessary or proper”’ parties to actions already 
begun against some other person duly served within the juris- 
diction; and the jurisdiction in administration actions, and 
actions for the execution of trust deeds, is strictly defined. It will 
thus be seen how the study of this branch of practice has grown ; 
how it has led now to curtailments, now to extensions, and, again, 
to curtailments of extensions; and all these changes in the pro- 
cedure, which, we should have thought, required, above all things, 
consistency, have taken place within the short space of thirty- 
three years. And yet nothing can be of greater importance than 
that foreigners, and those who, being resident abroad, have not 
many facilities for studying the manifold changes in our law, 
should know definitely and precisely what acts of theirs will bring 
them within the jurisdiction of the English courts. One day it is 
a tort committed in England, the next it is a tort committed out 
of England. These things should not be. And yet, whether. we 
do obtain hereafter a code of exceptions common to all nations or 
not, we are, after our third change, still far from perfection, for 
some further changes in order 11 seem inevitable. 








At the Southwark Police Court on Tuesday, John Seymour Fowler, solicitor, 
and William Henry Edwards, manager of the Legal and General Mercantile 
Creditors’ Protection Association, late of 23, High-street, Borough, were 
committed for trial on charges of conspiracy and fraud. 


Sir Richard Garth, says the Zimes Correspondent, left India on the 25th 
ult., after more than ten years service as Chief Justice of Bengal. Ill-health 
has compelled him to retire a year before the completion of the usual term of 
office. In him the High Court loses an able, upright, and impartial chief, 
and Calcutta on | one of its most genial and popular members. Nor is it 
only for his judicial and social qualities that his de is regretted ; he 

always een foremost in movements calculated to benefit the country, 
cepedially those connected with education. The general esteem in which he 
is held is strikingly illustrated by the tone of a farewell address presented to 
him by the Bar, Solicitors, and the general native community. The sub- 
seeipthon list opened for the purpose of providing Calcutta with some per- 
manent memorial of him contains the names of most of the leading native 
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nothing but a council of judges could put straight. The opinion | 





noblemen of the province, and has already reached a lange amount. 
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_ THE NEW COUNTY COURT RULES.' 


Onoze 12, relating to Interloontary send Interim 
i ’ i SL olR dl end 2; the, 
, 8. C., 1883, dL; 1, ion 


2, as, to. 4 preservation. or 
of the subject-matter of a disputed contract and order for sale 
e 





ble goods, &e. There | is, hy the way, @ very curious mar- 


note to rule 1. Rule 10 of this order, as to ‘‘ order for 
accounts or inquiries,” is a reproduction of R, 8. €,, 1883, 
XXXIIL, 2. F (Se aban ea 
We now come to one of the, novelties of the new rules-—~ 
the application, by order 15, of the ‘‘Ommibus” Summons for 


Directions of R. 8. C., XXX.,' to County Court Practice. It is 


ided by ord. 15, x..d, that, ‘(im amy action! or mi any 
may; at any time, apply.to ‘the, judge or registrar for a: 

ent of the trial (if the day of trialhés been fixed) end for 
general directions with respect to the following matters: and pro- 
ceedings—particulars Brad claim or counter-claim, = defence, 
payment into court, discovery (including i ies), examina- 
tion of witnesses before the trial, mode of and any other 
matter or proceeding in the action or matter ious to trial; and 
the judge or regi if satisfied that, from tha nagure of the ection 


or matter, the directions asked for, or some of them, are necessary, 
may make an order, giving directions as to all or any of such 
matters or proceedings as may be just, whether applied for or not, 
and, if necessary, postpone the trial.” The next rule provides that 
the application for directions is to be made of three days’ notice 
in writing to e to the action or matter who may be 
affected thereby ; that the notice “shall include, ‘so far as is prac- 
ticable, all or as many of ‘the age hongw 9% matters and 
ceedings as, having regard to the naturé ‘of the act! 





t “or r,. 
can conveniently be dealt. with by, the, order of the 
registrar,” ; pa np pose Sip he, ae : with 

Keation for J 


notice of the directions to apply ‘‘ for any order or 
directions as to any of the above-mentioned matters or i 

which he may desire” ; and the succeeding rule (4) throws the 
costs of any other application as to any of the above-mentioned 
matters or proceedings upon the person making the application, jf 
“it shall appear to the judge orregistrar that the application is one 
that could and ought to have been included in the general appli- 
cation for directions.” It will be seen that we have here repro- 
duced one of the most debateable provisions of the Rules of the 
Supreme Court, 1883; we confess it is difficult to see how it can 
be to any extent necessary or advantageous in county court actions. 

The next order, with regard to Discovery and on 
follows generally ‘the provisions of R. §. C., 1883, 

Either party in an Fie or matter may, without an bye 
by leave of the judge or registrar, deliver interrogatories 
the examination of any one or more of the opposite parties, 
In deciding upon the ication for leave to exhibit in 

tories, the judge or registrar is to consider any offer 

may be made by the party sought to be interrogated to deliver 
particulars, or to make admissions, or to ce documents 
also whether the application has‘ been too early in the 
proceedings or too late to allow of the answers being used 
the hearing ; and in adjusting the costs of the action inquiry 
at the instance of any party, to be made into the propriety 
exhibiting such interrogatories, and if they have been exhibited 
‘unreasonably, vexatiously, or at improper length” the party in 
fault is to pay the costs (R. 8. C., 1883, XXXI., 3). marr 
of documents may also now, by Tule 10 of this order, be obtain 
without filiig an affidavit. Following the principle ad in 
R. 8. C., 1883, the costs of discovery are, unless ordered by the 
judge or registrar, to be secured in the first instance by the 
seeking the discovery, who is (rule 21), before delivery 
eee Can Lined Ler kas; ant ea purty ending Aaa 
every folio beyond five folios; and an g 

otherwise than by interrogatories is, befor making application for 
discovery, to pay into court 20s. 

Ord. 17, rr. 1, 4—7, contain various provisions introduced from 
R. 8. C., XVII., relating to change of parties, on which no special 
observation need be made. , : 

By ord. 25, r. 50, provision is made for the issue of ¢ warrant of 
delivery of property other than lend or money, corresponding 
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generally to the writ of delivery of the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1854, and R. S. C., 1883, XLVIITI. 

The old order 29, as to appeals, is mow replaced by order 32, 
which provides simply that ‘‘ appeals shall be had in accordance 
with the provisions of the Rules of the Supreme Court, December, 
1885, made under the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1884.” 
aan rules are printed in the appendix to the new County Court 

es. 

Provisions are made by rules 9 and 10 of order 33 for the transfer 
of interpleader proceedings to county courts under- section 17 of 
the Judicature Act, 1884. 

There is a new order (47) relating to acknowledgments by 
married women, which provides that all alterations, interlineations, 
or erasures to the certificate or. affidavit respectively required for 
the purpose of obtaining the acknowledgment of a married woman 
must be initialled by the registrar, who must also administer the 
oath to the solicitor making the affidavit. 

We propose to deal subsequently with the question of costs 
under the new rules. : 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE APPORTIONMENT ACT, 1870. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.% 


Sir,—I have read a letter of the 19th inst. from ‘‘ Accountants and 
Trustees,” commenting on the observations of mine on the Apportion- 
ment Act, 1870. I join with them in the wish that someone had 
written on the subject, whether agreeing or disagreeing with my 
observations. Perhaps I ought to assume that no one differs from 
ge, Sete dents in their concluding h say th h 

our correspondents in their conclu are, say there ought 
to be an attempt to arrive at something like a ‘aulieens view nee 
the members of the legal profession. I would rather say it is to be 
desired that there should be an authoritative decision on the subject. 
No uniformity of views or practice can settle the construction of an 
Act of Parliament. 

It is true that Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, in Scholefield v. Redfern 
(11 W. R. 433), acted on the existing practice, but this was in the 
absence of any Act of Parliament. 9 

.The opinion of a Q.C. quoted does not refer to the question 
whether or not the Act of 1870 has altered the practice which we all 
know existed before that Act. If it is the fact that this practice has 
os continued since the Act—that is, that the Act has been 

garded—it will not repeal the Act. The facts upon which the 
counsel advised are not stated, except that they were similar to those 
in Barker v. Perowne (29 W. R. 730), and, if so, I do not think the 
Act came into consideration. 

I do not think the “‘ Accountants and Trustees” quite follow my 
remarks ing the case of Barker v. Perowne. It was no part of 
my object in writing to enter into the application of the Act to 
bequests by will, and I only alluded to this subject in order to shew 
that this case did not affect the question of the application of the 
Act on changes of investment during the life of a tenant for life. 

I think it is clear that if, for any purpose, it is necessary to decide 
what part of a testator’s assets are, at the time of his death, capital, 
and what income, dividends on money in the fands must be appor- 
tioned in the same manner as interest on a mortgage, because the 
Act says so; but the effect as — bequests is quite another ques- 
tion, and is so considered in the several prrdrt rar trem to. Ifa 
will bequeaths a sum of money due to the testator on a mortgage, 
together with the current half-year’s interest, there is, of course, no 
apportionment, or, in other words, the apportionment to the day of 
death is ueathed, as well as the capital; but if the will simply 
bequeaths the mortgage debt, the current half-year's interest is 
apportionable ; and I apprehend that, under the Act in question, the 
same principle must be applied to a bequest of stock, so, if a will 
directs a ¢ sum of Consols to be transferred to a legatee imme- 
diately a: death, the legatee would take it with the accruing 
dividend, but, in the case of a simple bequest of an existing sum 
of Consols, the current dividend would have to be apportioned. 

In all cases under « will, the question what passes is one of con- 
struction, and I think it is clear, from what I stated respecting the 
pe 4g Beicsbaedhs? Porenins, —_ mee court simply decided that, according 

° on of the will, the whole of the divi i i 
se ow the “astray the dividend in question 
case of Hasluck v. Pedley (L. R. 19 Eq. 271), decided by Jessel, 
M.R., exactly bears out what I have said. peaking of a speaille gift, 
he says, the testator may, of course, give arrears of rent, and, if so, 


the arrears of rent will go to the specific devisee ; otherwise it will fall 
into the general personal estate. A LAWYER-TRUSTEE. 
March 





BILLS OF SALE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The bill of sale case, Goldstrom v. Tallerman, reported 
in the Times of the 12th ult, heard before Justices Mathew and 
Smith on the 11th ult., appears to call for some notice. It pur- 
ported to consist of a loan of £500, to be repaid, “ together with 
interest then due,” by ‘‘twelve equal monthly payments of 
£41 13s. 4d.” 

Mr. Justice Mathew construed it as consisting of amounts of £500 
ie. and £300 interest, to be repaid by monthly instalments of 

66 13s. 4d. 

If this construction is correct, the transaction appears to have con- 
sisted of a loan of £500, for one month, at sixty per cent., and for each 
su uent month a loan diminishing in amount, and at an increasing 
rate of interest, until, for the twelfth month, the loan amounted to 
£41 13s. 4d., at 720 per cent. W. W. WHYTEHEAD. 

10, Arundel-street, Strand, W.C., March 30, 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
BRYANT v. READING (E. C. READING, CLATMANT)—C. A. No. 1, 
30th March. 


PRAcTICE—INTERPLEADER—SUMMARY Decis1on aT CHAMBERS—REFUSAL TO 
Grant AN Issus—AppeaL FRoM Master to JupGE—APPEAL TO THE 
Covrt or Appeat—R. S. C., 1883, LIV., 12, 21; LVIL., 8, 11. 

This case raised a question as to the right of appeal in interpleader 
proceedings. The plaintiff obtained judgment against the defendant 
and issued execution for £43. The claimant, who was the defendant’s 
wife, claimed the furniture seized as her separate property, and, on the 
sheriff taking out an interpleader summons, the claimant asked the 
master to direct an issue. The master, however, at the request of the 
plaintiff, decided to dispose of the matter in a summary way under 
ord. 57, r. 8, and refused an issue, and, for that purpose, adjourned the case 
for hearing before himself. The claimant appealed to Field, J., at 
chambers, who held that no ap lay, as, under ord. 57, r. 11, the decision 
of the master was final. The Divisional Court (Grove and Stephen, JJ.), 
affirmed this decision. -On appeal, it was contended for the claimant that, 
as the master had not disposed of the merits of the case, ord. 57, r. 11, 
did not apply, and that there was the ordinary right of appeal from a 
master toa judge under ord. 54, r. 21. Further, even if ord. 57, r. 11, did 
apply, the words, ‘‘ the court or a judge,’’ did not include a master, and 
so an appeal lay to the judge. It was contended for the execution 
creditors that there was no appeal to the Court of Aygea! : Waterhouse v. 
Gilbert (L. R. 15 Q. B. D. 569, 33 W. R. Dig. 158); and, secondly, that no 
appeal lay from the master. The court (Lord Esugr, M.R., Linpiey and 
Lorzs, L.JJ.) held that the Court of Appeal had no jurisdiction to hear 
the appeal within Waterhouse v. Gilbert, and that no distinction could be 
drawn between the decision of the master on the merits in a summary 
way, and his decision on a point leading to such summary decision. But, 
upon the question as to whether there was an appeal to the Arde from a 
decision of the master in a summary way, Lord Esxzr, M.R., said that, 
though they could not give a judgment on the point, he did not think 
ord. 57, r. 11, applied to the master. Under ord. 54, r. 12, which was 
taken from 30 & 31 Vict. c. 68 (now repealed), a master had power to 
hear everything that a judge at chambers cuuld hear, with certain excep- 
tions, and rule 21 gave an appeal from any such decision of a master. 
Those rules dealt with the master only, but they did not make him ‘“‘ the 
court or a judge.” They distinguished the master from ‘‘ the court or a 
judge,” which yg ie meant the Divisional Court or a judge at 
chambers. Ord. 57, r. 11, referred to ‘‘the court or a judge,” and his 
lordship did not wish to acquiesce in the view that there was no appeal 
from the master to the judge at chambers. Rule 11 made the decision of 
the judge, whether by way of appeal from the master or not, final, and 
no ap lay, as of right, to the Divisional Court. Liyp.ey, L.J., con- 
curred, and said that there had been a mistake made, as, in his opinion, 
there was an ap’ from the master to the judge. Because the master 
was empowered to hear certain cases, he was not thereby made “the 
court or a judge,” and ord. 54, r. 21, gave an appeal from his decision. 
Lorgs, L.J., also agreed in thinking that the wo in ord. 57, r. 11— 
‘* the decision of the court or a judge’’—did not, in any way, refer to 
the master; and ord. 54, r. 21, gave an ap from the master to the 
judge at chambers. The court, however, the appeal, on the 
ground that it had no jurisdiction to entertain the matter.—CovnszL, 
H. D. Bonsey ; Gore. Soxrtcrror, A. G. Ditton. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY C©O., APPELLANTS; WALTON, RE- 
SPONDENT—C. A. No. 1, 24th March. 
Pustic Heaurn Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. oc. 55), ss. 150, 257—Srnzer 
—Expenses or Pavinc—ApportioNnMENT. 





The appellants were summoned by the respondent, who was the col- 
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lector of the West Ham Local Board, for non-payment of £1,386, being 
the appellants’ proportion of the expenses of paving the North Woolwich- 
road, under section 150 of the Public Health Act, 1875, the appellants 
being ch as frontagers. The North Woolwich 
the North Woolwich Land Co., who had erected bars at several places 
where they took sums of money from persons using the carriage-way for 
vehicles and cattle. Anyone paying the money could use the road, and 
omnibuses ran along it. On one side of a portion of the road the appel- 
lants’ lines ran, and on the other side there were rows of houses and 
shops. The road had been in existence for thirty years, and up to the 
present the repairs had been done by the proprietors of the The 
money taken as tolls was not taken under the authority of any Act of 
Parliament, and no evidence was given as to any authority to erect the 
bars and take the money. The appeliants contended (1) that the road 
was not a “‘street’’ within section 150, as the frontagers had no legal 
right of access to it; and (2) that they had been assessed in respect of 
some property not fronting the road, and that, therefore, the whole 
amount apportioned could not be recovered, as the local authority had no 
jurisdiction to assess them in respect thereof. The magistrate found that 
the road was not a turnpike road, but was a “‘street ’’ within section 150; 
and also that, as the appellants were owners of some land fronting on the 
road, the apportionment was binding on them under section 257, as they 
had not disputed it within the three months. The court (Lord Esuzr, 
M.R., Linpiey and Lorzs, L.JJ.), affirming the decision of the Queen’s 
Bench Division, held that the magistrate was right. The Covrr said 
that, whether this was a private or public it was a “‘street”’ 
within the meaning of section 150, as it had all the attributes of a street 
taken in its ordinary sense. As regards the apportionment, it was 
admitted that the appellants were frontagers as to some part of the property, 
but the complaint was that they were assessed in respect of other prop- 
erty not actually fronting on the street. That amounted to this, that 
the appellants had been assessed at —. a figure. The local authority 
had jurisdiction to apportion some part of the expenses to the appellants, 
and so they had, at the most, made a mistake in the exercise of their 
jurisdiction, for which a remedy was provided by sections 179 and 268. 
As the local authority had jurisdiction to make an apportionment, such 
apportionment was now conclusive under section 257, the case of Wake v. 
Shefield (L. R. 12 Q. B. D. 142), being an authority on the point.— 
CounszL, Jelf, Q.C., and Castle ; Philbrick, Q.C., Wood Hill, and Phipson. 
Soxrcrrors, Beale ¢'\Co. ; Hillearys § Layard. 


STANHOPE v. STANHOPE—C. A. No. 2, 25th March. 


Drvoncs Surr—Degatu or Petitioner AFTER Decree Nist ror Dissocv- 
TION, BUT BEFORE Decree AxnsoLtuTs — Ricur or ExxcurTor TO REVIVE 
Svrr OR TO APPLY TO HAVE DgeREE MADE AxnsoLuTE — R. S. C., 1883, 
XVII., 1, 3. 

The question in this case was whether, when a husband has obtained a 
decree nisi for a divorce from his wife, and he dies before it is possible for 
him to apply to have the decree made absolute—i.e., within six months 
from the making of the decree nisi—his executor is entitled to revive the 
suit, or to obtain leave to apply for a decree absolute. In the present 
case, on the 11th of May, 1883, a decree nisi was pronounced on the peti- 
tion of a husband for the dissolution of his — About two months 
afterwards the petitioner died, and in January, 1884, the respondent and 
the ~~ a married. The petitioner’s father died on the 26th of 
June, 1881, having bequeathed £15,000 to the petitioner for life, with 
remainder to his wife for her life, the petitioner to have a power of 
appointment by will of the £15,000 on wife’s death. In 1883 the 
petitioner appointed the £15,000 among his brothers and sisters, he having 
no children. The question was raised whether the respondent was to be 
re; as the widow of the petitioner, the decree nisi not ha been 
made absolute before his death. If she was not his widow she would not 
take the life interest in the £15,000. The petitioner’s executor applied 
for leave to revive the divorce suit, with the view of having the decree 
nisi made absclute. Sir James Hannen, P., refused the application on 
the ground that the matter was a purely Brose y one. The Court of 
— (Corron, Bowgn, and Fry, L.JJ.) ed the decision. Corron, 
L.J., seid that there was no rule authorizing the revivor of a divorce suit 
after the death of either husband or wife, and the only authority, Grant 
v. Grant (2 8. & T. 522), was against it. ‘‘Revivor’? was a thing prac- 
tised in the Court of Chancery, and writs of revivor were known at 
common law. But revivor took place on the death of a plaintiff who was 
ee enforce some right which on his death would descend to and 
vest in his heir or his personal a if the transmission of 
interest had taken place before the commencement of the suit, the 
to whom it was transmitted could himself have sued in respect of it It 
would be idle after the death of a husband or wife for the survivor to 
institute proceedings for a dissolution of the — and it would be 
impossible for the personal representative of the one who had died to pro- 
ceed against the survivor for a dissolution. Rule 3 of order XVII. of the 
Rules of the Supreme Court of 1883 provided that “ in case of an assign- 
ment, creation, or devolution of any estate or title pendente lite the cause 
or matter may be continued by or against the person to or upon whom 
such estate or title has come or devolved.” In order that the action 
might be revived after the death of a party there must be a devolution of 
an estate or title which the action was brought to enforce, In his lord- 
me ie the present case did not come within the a = of 

vor, there being no right which devolved on anyone when the husband 
was dead, and the case did not come within any principle on which the 
court would be justified in allowing any revivor or continuance of the suit. 

Bowen and Fry, L.JJ., concurred.—Oounsax, Sir Walter Phillimore, Q.C., 


-road was owned by | 





and Bargrave Deane ; Bayford, Q.C., and Middleton. Souicrrons, Hasties ¢ 
Crawfurd ; Lewis & Lewis. f 


Re HUDSON’S TRADE-MARKS—C. A. No. 2, 27th March. 
TrapE-Mark—REGIsTRATION— MARK NOT PREVIOUSLY UsED. 


In this case an important question was raised upon the construction of 
the Trade-Marks —— tion Acts—viz., whether an entirely new mark 
—i.e,, a mark which not prior to the ——— for registration been 
used by the applicant in his trade—can registered under the Acts. 
An application was made for the registration of anew mark. Bacon, V.C., 
directed the registration. The Court of Ap (Corton, Bowen, and 
Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. Corron, L.J., said that the application 
for registration having been made only two days before the Act of 1883 
came into operation, he had had some doubt whether the case came under 
the Act of 1883 or that of 1875, but he had come to the conclusion that it 
was under the earlier Act, although, with regard to the main point, there was 
practically no difference between the Acts. The chief question was 
whether the Act of 1875 enabled anything to be registered as a trade- 
mark which had not been already used as such. The construction of the Act 
presented considerable difficulty, because the essence of a trade-mark was 
its having been used in connection with goods, so as to distinguish them 
as the goods of the person whose trade-mark was upon them. But the 
Act made a distinction between marks used before it as trade-marks, and 
marks which had not been so used, and, nasing wageet to that distinction, 
it seemed as if the Act intended to give marks not used before it the 
position of a trade-mark if and when . Section 2 pointed to 
user, but also to the mode in which the title to trade-marks could be 
transmitted, and registration was to be deemed to be equivalent to public 
user. Section 5 presented a difficulty, which was avoided by the 
Act of 1883. How could a man be ‘‘for the time being entitled to the 
exclusive use’’ of a mark if he had never had any use of it at all? The 
meaning of the Act of 1875, though the onamnae was not appropriate, 
was that the inventor or er of a distinctive mark or device was to be 
the proprietor of it, and entitled to the exclusive use of it, if there was no 
one who had used the mark before so that his user would be interfered 
with by the registration of the mark in the name of the designer. There 
might be a right to a trade-mark used before 1875, though the owner 
could not bi an action without having registered his mark. The 

islature had hardly borne in mind what was the essence of a trade- 
mark at the date of the Act. The form of application for registration 
which had been in use under the Act showed what had been the course of 
procedure. No statement of previous user had been required, except 
where the claim to the mark was grounded on prior user. Even if his 
lordship had not come to the conclusion that this construction of the Act 
was right, the practice had gone on for so long that he should have 
hesitated to adopt a different construction. Bowery, L.J., concurred. 
Fry, L.J., said that the Act of 1875 presented such a formidable difficulty 
of construction that he had doubted about its meaning in this as well as 
in other cases, but he had come to the conclusion that the Legislature had 
been minded to make a great and fundamental —- in the law, and 
that the Act gave a new title to a trade-mark ides the title by user. 
The Act enabled the inventor of a trade-mark to obtain an exclusive right 
to it by registration.—CounsgEL, Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Chadwyck Healey ; 
Aston, Q.C., and Macrory. Souicrrors, Bower, Cotton, ¢ Bower; F. 
Needham. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Re BATCHELLOR, BATCHELLOR v. BATCHELLOR—Chitty, J., 
3lst March 


Wir1—Limrrep Power or APPoINTMENT—INTENTION TO EXECUTE PowEr. 

In this case the following question was raised on the will of 

a testator. The testator had a power to appoint, by will, a life 
e 


interest to his widow, and by his will, m 1884, after pro- 
viding for the payment of debts, and funeral and testamentary 
e , he gave, devised, and bequeathed, and, by virtue of all powers 
and authorities whatsoever enabling him in that behalf, appointed 
unto his wife all his real and personal estate and effects of what- 
soever kind or nature, and wheresoever situate, for her own absolute 
use and benefit. An endeavour was made, on behalf of the persons in- 
terested in default of ey Eh to distinguish the case from Re Teape’s 
Trusts (21 W. R. 780, L. R. 16 Eq. 442). Currry, J., said that, in prin- 
ciple, thing in the case before him to distinguish it from 
Re ’s Trusts, and that, in the testator’s will, there was sufficient 
evidence of his intention to exercise his power of tment.—Covunsg1, 
Yate Lee ; Chester ; J. K. Young. Soxtcrrors, Stacey, & Castle. 


GIBSON ». WAY—Chitty, J., 30th March. 


Marrrep Woman—Arrer-acaurrep Propsrry—Restraist on ANricrpa- 
TION—SEPARATE Estate. 


In this case it appeared that a testator, by his will made in 1883, gave 
all the sapien 06 Sep oun one “— sete. Sin Sonam, oe 
Georgina and Emma Augusta, in equal shares as tenan’ common, for 
their separate use without power of anticipation. At the date of the will 
each of the daughters were married women, and settlements had been 
made at the date of each Each settloment contained a covenant 
to settle after-acquired . After the death of the testator the 
question arose whether the residue of the testator’s estate was subject to 
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the éovénants to settle aftet-acquired property in the settlements of the 
daughters. Curry, J., said that the clause depriving married women of 
the power of anticipation was in the nature of a restraint upon the power 
of alienation, and held that the testator’s daughters were entitled to the 
residue of his real and personal property, but could not bring the same 
into settlemiént under the covenants to settle after-acquired property.— 
Counset, Spencer Butler and G. §. Barnes. Soxtcrrors, Currey, Villiers, § 
Currey. 


Re WILSON, WILSON v. CROSSE—Pearson, J., 22nd March. 
Wui1r—Copicrn.— Revocation—Cuarce or Lecactes on Reat Estate. 


In this ca8e the question was whether legacies bequeathed by a codicil 
Wéte chafged on the testator’s real estate, there being in the will an 
charge on the real estate of the legacies thereby bequeathed, but 
thete — ho express charge in the codicil. The testator devised 
all His 1 estate unto and to the use of trustees in fee, upon 
thé tfusté followitig—viz., upon frust in the first place with or out 
of thé fetits atid profits of the devised estates to satisfy the annuities 
thefein-after ueathed, and by selling, mortgaging, or charging the 
sathe, OF 4 competent or parts thereof, or by all or any of those 
meané, in such manner as the trustees should think expedient, to satisfy 
the pétuniaty legacies therein-after bequeathed and subject thereto, in 
trust fot and to permit the testator’s son, W., and his assigns to enjoy 
the devised éstates during his life, without impeachment of waste, and 
after the decease of W. in trust for his first and other sons successively in 
tail malé, with remainders ovet in trust for other issue of the testator in 
strict Séttlement. The testator then bequeathed annuities and legacies to 
someé of his soiis and daughters and to other persons, subject, in the case 
of eath son and daughter, to a proviso that the annuitant or legatee should 
not be at the time entitled in possession to the residue of the testator’s 
real estate under the limitations therein-before contained. And he 
directed that (except where otherwise directed) no legacy should be 
claimed by an tee for two years from his decease, but that such 
1 F r the expiration of one year from his decease, bear 
cent. per annum from the expiration of the said year 
By the codicil the testator, after reciting the provisions of 
particular the trust for raising the pecuniary legacies out 
his féal estate, revoked a number of the annuities and legacies 
ueathed by the will, and bequeathed annuities and legacies of differ- 
amounts to some of the same persons, and also bequeathed some 
anntiftits and legacies to persons to whom none had been bequeathed by 
thé will. And he declared that the several annuities bequeathed by the 
codicil should be raised in the mode directed by the will, and commence 
from thé day of his decease and be payable half-yearly, save where 
directed. There was no similar direction with regard to the 

u 


otherwise 

legacies eathed by the codicil, but there was a declaration that the 
legacies to his sons and daughters were subject to the proviso as to each 
of thém not being entitled in possession to the residue of his real estate 


undef the limitation’ contained in the will. And he directed that no 
legacy should be due to or vested in any legatee for a period of one year 
from his death, but that any married legatee who should die before the 
of vesting should have power to dispose, by will, of the amount of 
ot hét legacy to his or her wife or husband and children. And he 
that the duty on all legacies and annuities subject to duty should 
be paid out of his estate. And in all other respects he confirmed his will. 
The question was whether the pecuniary legacies bequeathed by the 
codicil were charged on the testator’s real estate in the same way as 
those legacies which were bequeathed by the will had been charged. 
Pearson, J., held that they were. He thought that the legacies given by 
the codicil wefe substituted for those which had been given by the will, 
and that they were to be raised in the same way, the trust in the will for 
Fairing legacies not being revoked. This view was confirmed by the pro- 
ay a legatee who was in possession of the real estate was not to 
we his or her legacy, for it was reasonable that a person who took the 
éstaté on which the legacy was charged should not also be entitled to the 
which was c onit. This construction was also confirmed by 
; to pay the 1 duty out of the testator’s estate, for the 
not, in any way, deal with his general personal estate. His 
lordship thought that the duty on the legacies was to be paid out of the 
and, if so, it was impossible to suppose that the legucies 
thettisélves were not to be paid out of the real estate, The fact that the 
tat id hig will in all other r led to the same conclusion. 
$e, Higgins, Q.C., and Ashton Cross; Everitt, Q.C., and Rawlin- 

sth ; B. Beaummt. Sorrcrroks, Lowless & Co. ; Crosse § Sons. 


SAUL o. PATTINSON—Pearson, J., 29th March. 


Tresters—Discrrtionany Power—Reiease on Suspension—Mortoace— 
Foreciosure Action—Orper yor Sate An» ForecLosurne IN CASE NO 
Sate Evrecrep. 


This Was a foreclosure action, the main question being whether trustees, 
who have a discretion er as to the application of income, can re- 
lease or wt their rig t to exercise that power, either expressly or by 
conduct. —— real estate ne to the 

(a , and some real estate which wae, in 
marriage settlement, but which they 
. The trustees of the settlement had 
the settlement and the title deeds of 

existence of the settlement from the 





in trustees, on trust, Snzing the jcint lives of husband and wife, to p: 
the income to the wife for her life, for her se use without power of 
anticipation, and, after the death of either husband or wife, to 

income to the suryivor for his or her life, provided that, if the 

should be the survivor, the trustees should have power at their option to 
withhold payment of the income to him, and to apply it as they should 
think proper for the benefit of himself or his children (if any). After the 
death of the survivor of husband and wife, the property was limited to 
other uses. Since the execution of the mortgage, new trustees of the 
settlement had been appointed. The wife was dead. The plaintiff 
claimed to be entitled to have the mortgage treated as including the 
whole life estate of the husband, free from the discretionary power as to 
the application of the income. And it was contended that the original 
trustees had, by their conduct, enabled the husband and wife to suppress the 
settlement, and had thus assented to the mortgage, and that, consequently, 
they had deprived themselves and their successors in the office of trustee 
of the right to exercise, as against the mortgagee, the discretionary power 
as to the application of the income, and that they must be treated as 
having released the power or agreed to suspend its operation. Smith y. 
Houblon (26 Beav. 482) and Coffin v. Cooper (2 D. &. S. 365) were cited as 
showing that such a power can be released. Pearson, J., said that, in 
those cases, the discretionary power was not given to trustees, and was not 
in the nature of a trust. It was given to a tenant for life who had an 
interest. In the present case the power was in the nature of a trust, and 
it was no more capable of being released than any of the trusts of the 
settlement. Weller v. Ker (L. R. 1 Sc. App. 11) was a distinct authority 
for that. The trustees could not by any possibility release the power, and 
they were bound to exercise it to the Best of their ability. His lord. 
ship made an order for the sale of the property comprised in the mort- 
gage, and for foreclosure in case a sale should not be effected.—Counszt, 
Everitt, Q.C., and Stock ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Darley; C. Walker; 
Carson. Souicrrors, Ullithorne, Currey, § Villers; Gray § Mounsey ; R. 
Plews, 


ARCHER v. ARCHER—Pearson, J., 25th March. 


JupicaturE Act, 1873, s. 25 (8)—R. S. C., 1883, L., 3, 6—Equrranie 
Execution—Hvssanp AND Wire—Macistrate’s Orper ror Marnten- 
ANCE OF Wire—Derautt 1n Payment sy HvusspaNp—Insvunction 10 
RestRAIn Payment or Lecacy to Hussanp. 


This action was brought by a wife against her husband and the executors 
of a testator, under whose will the husband was entitled to a legacy of 
£100, gg 8 ee out of the legacy of a sum of £70, the arrears 
due to the plaintiff under a magistrate’s order which she had obtained, 
under section 4 of 41 & 42 Vict. c. 19, for the payment to her by her hus- 
band of a weekly allowance of 9s. for her maintenance. The husband 
had failed to make the payments and had gone away to America. The 
plaintiff applied ex parte for leave to serve the writ on the husband out of 
the jurisdiction, and for an injunction to restrain the executors from pay- 
ing the legacy to the husband. Perarson, J., gave leave to serve the writ 
on the husband out of the jurisdiction, and, on the authority of Westhead 
v. Riley (L. R. 25 Ch. D. 413) and Coney v. Bennett (L. R. 29 Ch. D. 993), 
he granted the injunction asked for until a week after the time limited for 
the husband’s appearance.—CounsEL, McSwinney. Soxicrrors, Plunkett ¢ 
Leader. 


MANN v. THE PATENT CABLE TRAMWAYS CORPORATION— 
Pearson, J., 26th March. 


Company—MorTGAGE oF SHARES—INJUNCTION TO RESTRAIN CoLLUSIVE 
TRANSFER. 


This was a motion for an injunction to restrain the defendant corpora 
tion from transferring 500 shares, which they held in another company 
called the Edinburgh Northern Tramways mpeny; which was incor- 
porated by an Act of Parliament p in 1884. The plaintiffs had 
acted, one as the solicitor, and the other as the engineer, to the promoters 
of the Bill. The Act provided that the preliminary costs should be a 
by the company. After it was passed an agreement, dated the 24th of 
October, 1884, was made between the company and the defendant cor- 
— b pm oa latter were a a land and construct bee 
works requ or the company, and to pay the preliminary expenses 
obtaining the Act, in consideration of a sum of £93,000, £5,000 of which 
was to be paid by the issue of 500 paid-up £10 shares in the company to 
the re Another agreement, dated the 25th of October, 1884, 
was between the corporation 


ing . 

id in cash, and £8,500 in debentures of the corporation, which were to 
secured on all moneys, shares, and other securities of the company, 

to which the ——- might be entitled. In pursuance of the first 
agreement, 500 £10 shares of the company had been transferred into the 
names of five nominees of the tion. bet ce cae had under the 
second agreement received the £5,000 cash, but the not had any shares 
of the com 7 teanaterved to thom or any debentures of the corporation 
issued to . The defendant corporation had taken steps to have 
most of the 500 shares in the company, which were held by their five 
nominees, transferred into the names of nineteen other persons so as to 
ether. No other shares of the com 
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500 shares of the com , or the votes at meetings of the cbmpany, 80 a8 
to prejudice the plai Fite ‘securi . The defendant corporation sought to 
impeach both the agreements. ey pleaded that the second agreement 
was ultra vires, and counter-claimed to have it set aside on the ground of 
misrepresentation, if it was not void aa being ultrd vires. They had also 
commen in Scotland, since the commencement of this 
action, to have their agreement with the tramways company set aside. 
Pzarson, J., said that he would not express any opinion on the merits of 
the Scotch action. He had not been told of an g which made it 
necessary that any meeting of the shareholders in the company should be 
held. The action in Scotland could proceed and be properly decided 
without such a meeting. He should t an 1 ee per gm either 
party liberty to apply when that ion should decided. UNSEL, 
Conens- Hardy, Q.C., and Methold ; Higgins, Q.C., and Maclean. Soxrcrrors, 
A. W. Rizon ; Linklater & Co. 


CONSTABLE v. CONSTABLE—Pearson, J., 26th March. 


Serrtep Lanv Act, 1882, s. 2 (8)—Trusrzez ror Purposes or Act— 
TrusTEE with Powsr or Sate wirn Consent oF TENANT For Lire. 


This was &@ summons for the appointment of trustees of a will for the 
purposes of the Act, the object being to enable the tenant for life to sell 
some heirlooms. The applicant was the sole trustee of the will, under which 
he had a power of sale with the consent of the tenant for life. The will 
did not give the trustee power to sell the heirlooms. Section 2 (8) of the 
Act provides that ‘‘ the persons (if any) who are for the time being, under 
a settlement, trustees with power of sale of settled land, or with power of 
consent to, or approval of, the exercise of such a power of sale . . . 
of this Act, trustees of the settlement.”’ 
held that the applicant was a trustee of the will for the p 
Act within the ition contained in section 2 (8), and that trustee- 
ship extended to the heirlooms, though the will gave no power to sell 
them. The Act gave power to sell them. It was not n , therefore, 
to appoint trustees.—Covnsz, Everitt, Q.C., and Nalder ; Higgins, Q.C., 
and Yate Lee; Stillwell, Soxscrrors, Collyer-Bristow § Co. ; Bell, Steward, 
¢ 00. ; Slaughter & Colegrave, 


are, for p 


Re ANGLO-AFRICAN STEAMSHIP CO. (LIMITED)—Kay, J., 
25th March. 


Practice—OomPany—Winpinc vr—Orper For Payment or Catis— 
SERVICE THROUGH THE Post ON PERSONS RESIDENT OUT OF THE JURISDICTION 
—Winpine-urp Act, 1848—Companres Act, 1862, s. 62—Gzn. Orp., 
Nov., 1862, x. 63. : 


In this case the question was whether the court had jurisdiction 
to make an order for service through the post out of the juris- 
diction of orders made in the winding up of a company. An 
application was made in the above matter on behalf of the official 
liquidator for leave to serve through the post an order made in the 
winding up of the company for the ent of calls on certain persons 
resident out of the j iction, and other places on the West 
Coast of Africa. Kay, J., said that he could not see way to make the 
order. As he understood the matter, there was no section at all in the 
Winding-up Acts authorizing service either of notices or of balance 
which were equivalent to notices, upon persons residing out of the juris- 
diction, and in the Winding-up Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 45), 
there was a provision that service of summonses and notices and the like 
jucdickion, the Gompanier Act, 1866; omitted thet provision and repealed 
ju on, ies Act, y p n re 
the Act of 1848. It seemed, therefore, that the re designedly 
omitted the provision that service by the should be effectual in the 
case of pi out of jurisdiction. His p, therefore, refused the 
appli » but allowed the liquidator his costs out of the company’s 
assets.—OCounsti, H. Hurrell, Soxrcrtors, Rose-Innes, Son, § Crick. 


POLLEXFEN », GIBSON—Q. B. Div., 25th March. 


Practice—Szrvicz or Writ on PARTNER WITHIN JURISDICTION—F1IRM OUT 
oF JURISDICTION. 


In this case a Writ had been issned « 


a firm resident in the United 
A member of the firm service 


of 


le for the other 
to appear within eight days. 
were good. Maruew, J., said that by R. 8. C., 1 


serv ppon any one or a of the 

app. foreign as well as te h 

te eth OF ah 6, ae eke ‘ 
not militate against this view. These forms are intended to be used where 
defendants are out of the jurisdiction and it is desired to serve those 
defendants out of the j ction. A. L. Smurrn, J. 

observed that though ju gment on such a writ would be the firm, 
execution could issue the individual .—CounszL, 
Barnes, J, Edge. Sorrerrons, J. ¢ R. Gole ; Stidbard, Gibson, $ Co. 


os 


MANCHESTER GUARDIAYS » ORMaKIRK UNION—Q. B. Div., 


Poor Law—ThakwovAtinrty—Bredx oF Rearvance. 
In this cae the patipor had entered into the émpley of the trustees of 





the Manchester Royal Infirmary as a nurse. the terms of her engage- 
ment she was required to undertake whatever bonne the superintendent 
of the hospital t order, whether in a house or hospital. She 
lived at the infirmary at Manchester from 1873 to 1878 continuously, = 


; x 
there had been no intention on the part of the pau 

other residence outside Manchester. The absences 

not for the of a residence at the fever il, 
but for the purpose of her contract entered into at the 
Manchester . A. L. Surrs, J., was of the same opinion, 
and pointed out ti in A v. Stapleton (1 E. & B. 766) the pauper 
had contracted to leave a h and not to return, and that in 
Reg. v. Worcester Union (22 W. 572) the eg had ~— a new 
residence in another -—Oounset, Addison, Q.C. ; Smyly. LICITORS, 
Johnson § Weatherall, for Lings, Manchester ; Gregory, Roweliffe, § Co., for 
Parr, Sadler, § Co., Ormskirk. 


IN THE GOODS OF GOSLING—P., D. & A. Div., 30th March. 


Wiu1—Copicit—Revocattion—ErastRE—DocuMENT EXECUTED WITH For- 
MALITIES orf Wut—Writs Act, 1837 (1 Vict. c. 20), s. 20. 


Saw quse palond & quetlen. Sop Ge seen + a codicil. The 
deceased executed a on the 12th of June, 1880, and on the 10th of 
October, 1880, he duly executed a codicil, which was written out and 
ed on the back of the will. He afterwards executed four other codi- 
to his will, in none of which was there any reference to the codicil 
of the 10th of October, 1880. After his death the will and the four later 
codicils were found in the same condition as at the date of their execution, 
but the first codicil had several thick lines and flourishes drawn across it, 
and at the foot of the document were the si 
two witnesses, whose followed the 
to the erasure of the above, October 10, 1881.” It 
affidavits of the two witnesses that they had seen the r sign this 
memorandum, and that they had signed their names in his ce and 
in the presence of each other. An i was now made for prebate 
of the will and the four later codicils only, on the ground that there had 
been a valid revocation of the first codicil within section 20 of the Wills 
Act, 1837, and reference was made to De Pontes vy. Kendall (10 W. R. 69, 
30 Beav. 572), where Lord Romilly said that, since the statute, “a will 
can only be revoked by marriage, by declaration in Were Bed by 
parning, &e. By fae declaration I do not mean that the words must 
be, ‘I do declare I intend to revoke my will,’ but that any equiva- 
lent words which amount to that would be sufficient.” Burr, J., said 
that the Act provided that a testamentary i 


peared from the 


spirit of the Act. 
probate.—Counss1, R. H. Pritchard. Soricrror, W. T. Elliott. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Re DEAN, WARD ve. HOLMES—Kay, J., 29th March. 

Soxicrron—Costs or Anortive Sate—Taxatron—Souicrrors’ Rawcnera- 

tion Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 44)—Gen. Orv., Avevst, 1882, x. 2, 

SUB-SECTION (c.); ScHEDULE I., parr 1, R. 2. 

The question in this case was whether the 
his refusal to tax —— = a = Sanuiehe 
sale. Certain property been up for 
had abortive, "The trastose + were about to retire, 


-master was right in 


ground 
Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. o. 44), and 
Order thereunder, 


, costs would become 
specifically stated before the tazing 
8 8 
= pone new solicitor. Kay, J., 1 
obtain any costs of the abortive sale, the rule in question only 
**the same solicitor’? ; the items in dispute must, 
back to the taxing-master for taxation, 
rule 2, sub-section (¢.), of the General RK 
2°. and Dunning ; Cary. Soxrcrrors, Bell, 


Re RUSSELL, SON, & SCOTT—Kay, J., 29th March. 
This was a summons adjourned into 
which Messrs Russell, Son, & 
delivered to their 


action of Wallis ¥. Smith. Upon taxation of 
allowed certain items which were objected to by Mr, Wallis, and in partion! 


UNSBL, Graham Hasting 
Brodrick, ¢ Gray ; Pi 





372 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


April 3, 1886. 











certain fees paid to the senior and junior counsel in the action. The sum- 
mons was for the purpose, in effect, of having the taxation reviewed; and 
evidence was given by affidavit in reference to the objections taken by Mr. 
Wallis, and on the part of Messrs. Russell, Son, & Scott, for the purpose of 
justifying the payments. Mr. Wallis desired to cross-examine the deponents 
upon these affidavits, and Kay, J., thought that the better course 
would be that the cross-examination should take place and the matter be 

i of in court. The cross-examination accordingly took place, 
and Mr. Russell, of the firm of Russell & Co., and the clerks to the senior 
and junior counsel, were successively cross-examined by Mr. Wallis for 
the purpose of ascertaining the circumstances under which the fees to 
the counsel were paid ; the allegation made by Mr. Wallis apparently being 
that, by some arrangement, the fees to counsel had been increased, and extra 
refreshers paid in order to swell the bill of costs—Kay, J., in 
delivering judgment, said that the time of the Court had been for 
about two hours wasted over a wretched squabble. The cross-examina- 
tion had taken place in court, because it had appeared to his lordship that a 
very great abuse might be made of the power to cross-examine out of court. 
His lordship ref to the proceedings in the action of Wallis v. Smith, and 
stated that an objection was originally taken to the bill of costs because it 
included a lump sum which it had been agreed should be received by Messrs 
Russell in respect of a of their costs. That objection was of a technical 
nature, being that by virtue of a recent Act of Parliament such an agreement 
could only be made with certain formalities which had not been observed. 
The objection was allowed, and a bill of the items in respect of which the 
lump sum was agreed to be paid was made out and delivered for taxation. Mr. 
Wallis objected to the taxing-master entertaining this bill, and he con- 
tended that the agreement for the lump sum having been held to be invalid, 
the firm had lost their right to recover the costs altogether. His lordship 
said he could not allow such an objection to prevail. He would not 
hold that solicitors were not to be paid costs because there was an agree- 
ment as to the mode of payment which was not binding for want of formal- 
ities. The case of Re Tilleard (32 Beav. 476) was an authority upon the 
question which was relied on by the taxing master; but Mr. Wallis had 
not thought fit to refer to it. It would be a monstrous injustice to say that 
these solicitors should not make charges at all in regard to the lump sum. 
The taxing master properly considered the items, and, in opposition to Mr. 
Wallis’s yyy allowed them. Mr. Wallis further imputed to Messrs. 
Russell & Co. that they had improperly swelled their bill of costs. He said 
that they had acted fraudulently—that representation was made by him 
again and again—that they had made payments to counsel which they had 
no right to make. That was a serious charge. It was made before the 
taxing master, who required affidavits justifying the payments. Affidavits 
were made accordingly, and they showed clearly what was done in reference 
to the fees which were paid. They were paid before the taxation took 
ee and there was no trace of fraud or improper conduct of any kind. 
t was a simple, bond fide transaction, and the examination of the wit- 
nesses in court justified every one of the payments made for fees. 
His lordship must express his deep regret that a gentleman belonging to an 
honourable profession should have brought such a charge on such materials 
against a brother solicitor. The case attempted to be made out failed alto- 
gether. The taxing-master acted rightly. There was nothing before him 
or before the court which could in any way discredit Messrs, Russell & Co. 
The summons was disnissed with costs.— Times. 








SOCIETIES. 


LAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


The annual meeting of proprietors was held at the offices, 126, 
Chancery-lane, on the 25th ult., Mr. Jamzs Cvppon, the chairman, pre- 
Frank MocGzpy (the Actuary and Secretary) having read the 
convening the meeting, and the minutes of the preceding general 
director’s report, was taken as read :— 
that in the fire t the number of new insur- 
ing the year was 8,214, for an aggregate sum insured 
in new premiums the sum of £11,080 8s. 9d. 
department during the same period, 243 policies were 
£277,780, the new premiums u which amounted to 
of which £2,685 1s. 1d. was paid away for re-assurance. 
proposals for £19,350 were declined, and sixty-seven 
for insuring £52,187 were uncompleted in the year. 
ourteen life annuities for £537 5s. 6d. per annum were nted, the 
money for which amounted to £5,790 12s. 84d., one survi- 

annuity was also — at an annual premium of £48 9s. 2d. 

annuities for £477 4s. 2d per annum became void by death during 
ear. 
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under life bee were below the expectation, and were less 
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of the year 1584 by the sum of £3,333 8s. 9d. 
were much below those of the last preceding year, being 
per cent. of the net premiums reccived in the year. 
average rate of interest on the whole of the assets of the 
£4 10s. 94. per cent. (free of income tax.) 
for the year in the fire department is £19,847 12s. 4d., one- 
pamely £3,969 10s. 64., has been added to the fire insur- 
accordance with the terms of the deed of settlement, and 


, 


viel 
Be 


REGS 
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The balance on this account at the close of the year was £45,372 16s. 4q, 
The Cuarrman said—Gentlemen, I feel confident that you will al] 
consider the operations of the past financial year, as exhibited by the 
accounts before you, to have been eminently satisfactory. Though the 
new premiums in the fire department are a little less than in the preceding 
year, yet they are large, and indeed much above the average of the new 
yearly business during the last quinquennium, while as to losses we have 
been very fortunate. I have been looking into the fire accounts from the 
commencement of the company, and I find no yearin which the profit 
has been as much as in the past year. The fire reserve fund has received 
an addition during the past year of nearly £4,000, and this fund, I am 
glad to observe, now stand at very nearly £50,000, which exceeds one 
whole year’s net premiums, aud this is considered to be an exceedingly 
satisfactory and ample reserve. Inthe life department the amount paid 
away for ré-assurance has increased. This is occasioned by a policy 
having been issued for « large amount at a single premium. This 
ayment for re-assurances, however, is by no means unproductive, 
use we generally receive some re-assurances from the other officein 
return, though not perhaps immediately. The surrenders and losses, as 
in other years, cause a considerable diminution of the yearly 
life premiums, but it must be remembered that surrenders and 
lap policies are not without profit to the company. The cessation 
of premiums in respect of policies which become claims during 
any year, and also in respect of lapsed and surrendered policies, 
renders it important to have a good amount of new business, not only to 
supply those premiums which have so ceased, but also to increase the 
life premium income ; and, while thanking you for your valuable assist- 
ance hitherto, I ask you to continue to support the office by the intro- 
duction of as much new business as possible. The life losses as well as 
the fire losses during the past year have been considerably under the 
expectation, the total result being quite favourable as to the year’s sur- 
plus. You will no doubt remember that in 1884 the directors were 
advised to write off £5,000 for possible depreciation in investment values, 
This has been done, and accordingly the proper proportions have been 
set down to the life insurance fund account and the shareholders’ account. 
During the past year eight reversions to the amount of about £15,800 
have fallen in. Almost all the insurance companies are supposed to have 
some Irish securities, which are now out of favour with the public, and 
therefore I think it expedient to state how we stand in this respect. The 
whole amount of our Irish securities is only about £22,000. Out of this 
amount the sum of £10 000, or thereabouts, is invested on a mortgage of 
good freehold ground-rents in Dublin, of a sufficient amount to make it 
a safesecurity. £12,000 of the £22,000 is made upof several mortgages, 
some in land, some of annuities payable out of land, all oi veraney by 
life policies, the income of the mortgaged property received being sufii- 
cient to pay interest at a fair rate and the insurance premiums. We are, 
therefore, under no apprehension as to our few Irish securities, but we are 
not taking now any fresh securities in Ireland. During the past year 
we have expended £390 for agency extension, and we have appointed 57 
new agents. The only further remark which it occurs to me to make 
on the accounts is on the profit and loss account which has to its credit 
upwards of £45,000. Out of that sum we reccommend that £20,000 be 
taken to pay the dividend of 4s. per share for 1886, being the same as was 
paid last year, so ing forward upwards of £25,000. This line of 
very prudent policy, g one which has the effect of providing funds for 
any unfavourable year, with a view to preventing in such a case any altera- 
tion iu the dividend, was fully approved of at the last general meeting. 
I am sorry to announce that since our last meeting we have unhappily 
sustained the loss of Mr. Crossman, an active and influential director, 
from a lamentable accident at sea during the vacation, a loss which we 
all greatly deplore. I also to state that within the past week we 
have lost an esteemed and influential country director, through the death 
of Mr. Salmon, of Diss, Norfolk. If any — should wish to ask 
for any further information I should be pleased to answer their questions 
as clearly as is in my power, and I will conclude by moving the adoption 
of the report. 

Mr. FR. Wap, in the absence of Mr. Pemberton, the deputy-chair- 
man, oon indisposition, seconded the motion, which was carried unani- 
mously. 

- R. W. Roszxts moved the following resolution: ‘‘ That, in 
accordance with the recommendation of the directors in their report now 
read, a dividend of 4s. per share, free of income tax, be to the 
shareholders for the financial year ending on the 30th November, 1886, in 
equal half-yearly instalments, on the 1st day of June and the Ist day 
of December. 

Mr. Joux Roor seconded the resolution, and said it was satisfactory to 
know that in these critical times the company was in a position to mail- 
tain the same dividend as last year. 

The resolution was unanimously adopted. 

On the motion of Mr. Epmunp James, seconded by Mr. Hancovat 
Meagne, ie directors retiring by rotation were severally and separately 
te-e , 

Mr. Tuzoporz Wareruovse, auditor on behalf of the shareholders, 
was re-elected. 

Tux Cuatnman announced on the part of the board that Mr. James J. 
Darley had been ae an auditor for the cneeng b yom. 

On the motion of Mr. W. F. Nerruzsuir, seco by Mr. CHanszs 
Cuapwick, the sum of seventy-five guineas each was voted to the auditors 
for their services during the past year. 

Pge nape spite now = nage vote p™ thanks . ie, Sedey 
act secretary), to the solicitors, tors, and 6s te) 
or thelr earnest ~ assiduous attention to the business during the 
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past year. Iam quite sure that no gentlemen could perform their duties 
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with greater pains or greater exactness than these do, and I believe you 
all foal t that such is the case. I might also, without being invidious, 
refer to the services of Mr. Rogers, which all the directors highly Pt ar 
Mr. Joun Roor seconded the resolution which was cordially adopted. 
Mr. McGzpy.—Gentlemen, on my own behalf, and on behalf of the 
staff, I return you my grateful thanks for this renewed mark of your 
appreciation of our services. 

. Marx Warers (solicitor.)—On behalf of myself and partners, I 
thank you for your vote of thanks. As representing a compeny composed 
of gentlemen in the same } pais as ourselves, we are deeply anxious 
to obtain their approval of everything we do on their behalf, and I con- 
sider it a great honour to have succeeded in obtaining their approbation. 
I need hardly say that in the future, as in the past, we shall, as solicitors, 
shareholders, and supporters of this office, do all we possibly can to pro- 
mote its progress and prosperity. 

E 4 vote of thanks to the chairman 


Mr. Henry Mason, in proposing a ’ 
referred to that gentleman’s services as invaluable, and hoped he might 
be spared for many years to receive a similar vote on these occasions. 

The motion was seconded simultaneously by several shareholders, and 
carried by acclamation. 

Tue Cxarrmam.—I thank you all hom § much for your kind expressions 
towards me. Iam sure they are much too flattering. I can only say 
that I shall continue as far as I can, and as long as I am in this position, 
to do all I possibly can for the advantage of the company. I receive the 
greatest assistance from all my fellow directors, the secretary, and 
others, without whom I could really do nothing. 

The meeting then separated. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Artuur Denman, barrister, has been appointed Prosecuting Counsel 
to the Mint for the borough of Birmingham, in succession to Mr. John 
Henry Etherington Smith, resigned. Mr. Denman is the second son of 
Mr. Justice Denman, and was born in 1857. He was educated at Trinity 
College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
June, 1883, and he practises on the Midland Circuit and at the Leicester- 
shire, Northamptonshire, and Birmingham Sessions. 


Mr. Cuartes Arxms Ootuis, solicitor, of Trowbridge, has been 
appointed Registrar of the Bradford and Trowbridge County Courts 
Gireui t No. 52), in succession to his partner, the late Mr. Henry Clark. 

r. Collins was admitted a solicitor in 1848. He is clerk to the county 
magistrates at Trowbridge. 


Sir Groner Epwarp Suerston Baker, Baronet, who has been appointed 
Recorder of the borough of Helston, in succession to the late Mr. 
Frederick Speke, was born in 1846. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in Michaelmas Term, 1871, and he practises on the Western Circuit, 
and at the Somersetshire, Bath, and Bristol Sessions. He is a member of 
the staff of the Wzexty Reporter. 


Sir Witu1ams Cunurrre Brooxs, Baronet, who has been elected M.P. 
for the Altrincham Division of Cheshire in the Conservative interest, is 
the eldest son of Mr. Samuel Brooks, of Manchester, and was born in 
1819. He was educated at Rugby and at St. John’s College, Cambridge, 
as a senior optime in 1842. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Trinity Term, 1848, and he formerly practised on the Northern Circuit. 
He was M.P. for East Cheshire from 1868 till 1885, and he was created a 
baronet a few weeks ago. Sir W. Brooks is a magistrate for Lancashire 
and the City of Manchester. 


Mr. Dantet Petxart, solicitor, of Banbury, has been elected Clerk of 
the Peace for that borough, in succession to his father, the late Mr. 
Daniel Parker Pellatt. Mr. D. Pellatt was admitted a solicitor in 1884. 


The Right Hon. James Sransre.p, barrister, M.P., who has been 
og wes President of the. Local Government Board, is the only son of 
. James Stansfeld, barrister, many years a judge of county courts, and 
was born in 1820. He was educated at University College, London, and 
ne geataaton B.A., of the University of London in 1840, and LL.B. in 
1844, He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 
1849. Mr. Stansfeld has been M.P. for Halifax in Liberal interest, 
since 1859. He was a civil lord of the Admiralty in 1864, and Under- 
Secre' of State for India in the following year. He was appointed a 
lord of the Treasury in 1868, and in the following year he became financial 
to the Treasury. He was president of the Local Government 
Board from 1871 till 1874. 
Mr. Wi11u1aM Henry Brereton, barrister, has been a 
Counsel in London to the Government of China. 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in June, 1885. 


Sir Cuantes James Jessen, Bart., has been appointed a Deputy- 
Lieutenant for the county of Kent. Sir 0. Jessel is the eldest son of the 
Right Hon. Sir George Jessel, late Master of the Rolls. He was born in 
1860, and he was created a baronet upon his father’s death in 1883. He 
was educated at Balliol College, Oxford, where he graduated second class 


in Jurisprudence in 1882, and he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
in April, 1885. 


Mr, Joszru CxHauuinor, solicitor, of Leek, has been ted th 
High Sheriff of Derbyshire (Mr. Chandos Pole Gell) to a Tadee Boerttt 


of that county for the ensuing year. Mr. Challinor is clerk to the 
Deputy-Lieutenants for the Totmonslow Division of Staffordshire. 


was ted a solicitor in 1849, 


inted Standing 
r. Brereton was 





Mr. Francis Darwin Hutsn, solicitor, of Derby and Long 
been appointed Clerk to the Long Eaton Local Board, in succession to 
the late Mr. John Black. Mr. Huish was admitted a solicitor in 1872. 


He is clerk to the county magistrates for the Smalley Division. 


’ Mr. Onartes Fiercugr D'Anyers Oren, barrister, has been appointed 
Private Secretary to the president of the Local Government Board. Mr. 


Orred is the third son of Mr. George Orred, of Tranmere, Cheshire, and 
the bar at the Inner Temple in 


was born in 1847. He was called to 
January, 1880. 


Mr. Gzonce Parr, solicitor (of the firm of Butlin & Parr), of Roving: 
ham, has been appointed by the Hign-Sheriff of Notti ire ( 
Henry Abel Smith) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the ensuing year. 
Mr. Parr was admitted a solicitor in 1867. 








THE PROPOSED REPEAL OF THE 
CERTIFICATE DUTY. 
Tue following is the Bill which has been introduced by Mr. O’Hea for 


this py —- 

A Bill to re the Solicitors’ Annual Certificate Duty. 

Preamble—16 § 17 Vict. c. 63.] Whereas by an Act passed in the six- 
teenth and seventeenth years of the reign of her Majesty Queen Victoria, 
intituled ‘‘An Act to re certain stamp duties and to t othefs in 
lieu thereof, to give relief with respect to the stamp duties on news- 
pa and supplements thereto, to repeal the duty on advertisements, 
and otherwise to amend the laws to stamp duties,”’ certain stamp 
duties specified and contained in a schedule to the said Act annexed were 
granted and made payable in Great Britam and Ireland for and in respect 
of (amongst other things) certificates to be taken out yearly by every 
person admitted as an attorney or solicitor in any of her Majesty’s courts 
at Westminster, or in Ireland, or in any other court in E) d, holding 
pleas where the debt or damage amounts to forty ; and by every 

on admi as a writer to the signet, or as a solicitor, t, at- 
mney, or procurator in any of the courts in Scotland; and by every 
m admitted or enrolled as a notary public in England, Scotland, or 
Feoand, who in his own name or in the name of any other person shall 
commence, prosecute, carry on, or defend any action, suit, prosecution, 
or any other prosecution, or other in any of the courts afore- 
said, or do any notarial act whatever, for or in any on of any 
fee, gain, or reward, as an attorney, solicitor, agent, proctor, procurator, 
or notary public, although not admitted or enrolled as such : 

And whereas it is expedient that the said duties should be repealed : 

Be it therefore enacted by the Queen’s most excellent Majesty, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual and tem and 
Commons, in this present Parliament assembled, and by the authority of 
the same: 

1. Duties on annual certificates to be taken out by solicitors repealed.| That 
from and after the of this Act the duties aforesaid shall cease and 
be no longer paid or payable. 

2. Every person admitted a solicitor shall take out @ certificate of his admis- 
sion.] Any person who shall be admitted or enrolled a solicitor of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature in England or of the S e Court of 
Jelleshéne in Feckend dial, bebeeehe thal ak W's i , or as such 
solicitor shall sue out any writ or process, or commence, carry ici 
or defend any action, suit, or other proceeding in the name of any othe 

or in his own name in the Supreme Court of Judicature in 
England, or in the Supreme Court of Judicature in Ireland, or in any 
county court, or in any court of civil or criminal jurisdiction in the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain or or act as a solicitor in 
cause, matter, or suit, civil or criminal, to be heard, tried, or 
in either of the Houses of Parliament, or before any justice of assize of 
oyer or terminer or gaol delivery, or at any general or quarter sessions of 
the peace for any county, , division, liberiy, city, borough, or 

or before any justice or j or before any commissioners of her 

8 revenue, obtain from the registrar of solicitors a certificate 
his being duly enrolled as a solicitor. 

3. Registrar of solicitors to keep @ roll.| From and after 
this Act shall be a registrar of solicitors, it 
of such trar to keep an alphabetical roll or 
of all icitors, and to issue 


registrar, or some 
to, and shall be at liberty fr 
extracts without fee or reward 
< ae penny hd 
ngland or of the Supreme Court 
the duties of such office of 
and Act 


ed eS 
the sixth and seventh years 
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regulation of the profession of attorneys and solicitors in Ireland, and to 
assimilate them to those in England.” : 

4. On application for a certificate a declaration to be signed and entered in a 
book.] For the purpose of obtaining such registrar’s certificate as afore- 


said, a declaration in writing age by such solicitor or by his partner, or 
in case such solicitor shall reside more than twenty miles from London, 
or more than twenty miles from Dublin, then by his London agent, or by 
his Dublin agent, on his behalf, containing his full name and place of 
residence, together with the term and year in or as of which he was so 
admitted, shall be delivered to the said registrar, who shall cause all the 
ae in such declaration to be entered in a proper book to be kept 

‘or that purpose, which shall be open to the inspection and examination 
of all persons without fee or reward: and the said on inert shall, after 
the expiration of six days after the delivery of such declaration (unless he 
shall see cause and have reason to believe that the party applying for such 
certificate is not upon the said roll df solicitors), deliver to the said solicitor 
or his agent on demand, and upon payment of the sum of ten shillings, a 
certificate in the form or to the effect set forth in the schedule to the Act 
annexed. 

5. On registrar’ s refusal to issue certificate application to be made to court. ] 
And be it enacted that in case the said registrar shall decline to issue such 

as he is herein-before directed and required to give, the party 
80 applying for the same, if a solicitor, shall and may apply to any judge 
of any of the divisions of the Supreme Court of Judicature in England or 
in Ireland, who is hereby authorised to make such order in the matter as 
shall be just, and to order payment of costs by and to either of the parties 
if he see fit. 

6. Repeal of such of the Provisions of 647 Vict. ¢. 73, and 29 § 30 Vict. ¢. 
84, relating to certificates as are inconsistent with this Act.| And whereas 
some of the provisions of the aforesaid Act of the sixth and seventh years 
of the of her Majesty, and of the Act of the sixteenth and seventeenth 
oe of the twenty-ninth and thirtieth years of said reign, are no 

_ necessary, and ought to be re ed: Be it therefore enacted that 
such of the provisions of the said recited Acts with respect to certificates 
as are t to or inconsistent with the provisions of this Act shall 
be and the same are hereby repealed. 

1. Certificate under this Act equivalent to a stamped certificate.| All acts 
which by any law now in force are required to be done by a solicitor 
having a stamped certificate shall be valid and effectual if done 
by a solicitor having obtained a certificate under this Act, and that the 
t) of a certificate under the provisions of this Act by any solicitor 
shall be deemed to be a compliance with the provisions of any law now in 
force requiring such solicitor to take out a stamped certificate. 

8. Title of Act.| This Act may be cited as the Solicitors’ Annual Certi- 
ficate Duty Repeal Act, 1886. 


SCHEDULE to which the foregoing Act refers. 


x Form or Recisrrar’s CertiricaTE. i 
Yo. Bow 
Pursuant to an Act passed in the Session or Parliament held in the 
years of the reign of Queen Victoria, intituled ‘‘ An Act to 
the Solicitors’ Annual Certificate Duty,” I A. B., registrar of solici- 
tors appointed under the said Act, (or I, C.D., secretary of the society of soli- 
citors, proctors, and others, not being barristers, practising in the Courts 
of Law and my of the United Kingdom, authorized to perform the 
duties of the of registrar of solicitors under the said Act,) do here- 
by certify, that E.F. of has this day delivered and left with me 
a declaration in writing, signed by the said E.F. (or by G.H., his partner, 
or by LK., his London t, on his behalf), containing his name and 
residence, and the court, or one of the courts, of which he 
admitted a solicitor, r with the term and year in or as of which 
he was so admitted. I do further certify, that the said E.F. is duly 
enrolled a solicitor in the High Court of Obancery, and is entitled to 
practise as a solicitor. 
In witness whereof, I have this day of 
set my hand hereunto. 


in the year 








LEGAL NEWS. 


The Attorney-Gencral was on Saturday evening entertained dinner in 
the Inner Temple Hall (the use of which was granted to the Benchers for 
the oecasion) by the members of the Northern Circuit, in celebration of his 
recent ey as Attorney-General. The chair was taken by Mr. 
Serjeant » M.P., and am those present were the Lord Chancellor, 
the Master of the Rolls (Lord Esher 
of the Circuit. 

At the Marylebone Police Court on Tuesday, Mr. Thomas Sampson, of 252, 
oad, = in answer to five summonses taken out by the 
he 


Marylebone-r 
por sporerer for practising as e solicitor without having taken 
- certificate. . Humphreys, solicitor, Be gogo the society. The 
“Guilty.” Mr. De Rutzen said that this was a ver? gape 
offence, and none knew that better than the defendant, 6 
a of £5 in each case, with the costs. The fines and costs 
to £00) 1s., and the defendant was allowed a month in 

Which to pay 

On 


), Mr. Justice Butt, and many members 








street, Mr. Murphy, Q.C., occupied the chair, supported on his right by 
the guest of the evening, Mr. Justice Grantham. Among the numérous 
past and present members of the circuit who met to do honour to the new 
judge were:—the Earl of Milltown, Mr. Justice Mathew, Mr. Justice 

ay, Mr. Justice A. L. Smith, Mr. Serjeant Robinson, Messrs. Wm, 
Willis, Q.C., F. Meadows White, Q.C., Charles Hall, Q.C., M.P., J, 
Shiress Will, Q.C., M.P., Lumley Smith, Q.C., A. M. Channell, Q.C,, 
J. Digby, E. J. Athawes, H. Avory, E. T. Besley, Curtis Bennett, 
W. P. G. Boxall, H. Bradford, J. Bridge, A. M. Bremner, J. A. B. 
Bruce, Slade Butler, G. Candy, C. M. Chapman, A. Cock, H. A. de Colyar, 
J. A. Day, 8S. H. Day, Bargrave Deane, W. P. Eversley, H. Forman, 
Forrest Fulton, C. F. Gill, W. E. Gordon, F. C. Gore, J. P. Grain, W. 
Grubbe,.M. G. Guiry, Edwyn Jones, English Harrison, L. Hart, Holland, 
E. 8. Hope, C. E. Jemmett, G. —- R. O, B. . Lay, 
Lush-Wilson, F. Merrifield, Nasmyth, North, J. Horne Payne, F. T. 
Piggott, Pollard, Edward Pollock, M, Powell, A. H. Poyser, H. 0. 
Richards, P. Rose-Innes, W. Rosher, W. E. Saunders, C. C. Scott, Hen- 
derson Scott, P. Stern, Baldock Stone, Stuart, Wedderburn, Williams, 
E. C. Willoughby, H. A. Wix, Weightman Wood, Sidney Woolf, E. 
Marshall Hall (the junior of the circuit), and many others, to the number 
of one hundred. 


At the Wolverhampton Police-court on avetnesten, says the Birmingham 
Daily Post, before the Stipendiary (Mr. N.C. A. Neville), Mr. William Bowen, 
solicitor and vestry clerk of Bilston, was charged on a summons issued under 
the 12th section of the Solicitors’. Act of 1874 with acting as a solicitor 
without possessing a stamped certificate. Mr. A. Whitehouse prosecuted on 
behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, and Mr. T. Dallow appeared for the 
defence.—Mr. Whitehouse stated that the case against Mr. Bowen was that 
he had acted as solicitor on the 15th January of this year at the County 
Court in Wolverhampton, for a man named Ray, in the action of Ray v. 
Banks § Co. A “Law List” was put in to show that Mr. Bowen’s name was 
not therein.—Mr. Dallow asked that the case might be adjourned, since the 
necessary action on Mr. Bowen’s part had been commenced in London, and 
would, he was informed, take some six weeks to complete. The certificate 
had been renewed, but was not stamped.—The Stipendiary decided to proceed 
with the case.—Mr. R. J. Lawrence, solicitor, was called to prove that de- 
fendant had committed the offence complained of —Mr, Dallow urged that 
his client had merely committed a technical offence, and that unwillingly. 
He had proved his wish to avoid transgression by applying for reinstatement. 
—The case against Mr. John E. Fellows, of Bilston, was next heard. Mr. 
Fellows was charged with acting as a solicitor without being in possession of 
the requisite certificate in a case heard at the Bilston Police Court, on 
December 15th. Defendant now submitted that he was at that time not able 
to pay the cost of a certificate, but he was now taking measures to obtain it. 
Proof of Mr. Fellows having acted as a solicitor on the occasion mentioned 
was given by Mr. W. A, Green, stipendiary magistrate’s clerk.—Mr. Henry 
Saunders, of Wolverhampton, was also charged with practising in the case of 
Dowen v. Lawatt, heard in the Police-court, Wolverhampton, on November 
18th, having neglected to first take out a certificate. Mr. Saunders pleaded, 
in defence, that he did not receive any fee in the case, for the simple reason 
that he had taken out no certificate—Mr. Neville (the stipendiary) said 
that these cases were of considerable importance, because of the necessity 
which existed that members of the legal profession, who had so deep an 
insight into the private affairs of their clients, should have to conform to 
severe restrictions. As the law reports frequently showed, in spite of the 
increased severity of those restrictions, many persons were admitted as 
solicitors who ought never to be so admitted. It was the duty of every 
solicitor to take out his certificate when due, Mr. Fellows had given no 
reason for his neglect, except a somewhat sad one—that he was short of 
money to pay the stamp duties. Mr. Saunders had absolutely no defence, 
while Mr. Bowen should have known whether or not his certificate was 
stamped. Each defendant would be fined £5 and costs. 
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COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
JOINT Stock —— 
LIMITED IN CHAN 
Army AnD Navy Horst, LimiTep. —Beoee, VO. h 344 fixed April 7 at 12, at his 
chambers, for the appointment of an official liqu uidator 
Barxis CoMPANY, Limirep.—Petition Rr” oat ding up (mec March 24, 
directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., pril 8, O’Uallaghan, South sq, 
Gray’s inn, Rotleltor for the 2 pone oner 
ELE has, by an order dated 


BRIrIsH OTRIC Ny, LIMrrepD.— Pearson. 
March 8, appointed Henry y Threlkeld Edwards, 66, Onin st, to be official 


NortH-W. Rattway or Monre Vipro Comp. Lurtep.—Chitty, J. 
has, by an order dated Feb 22, appointed Frederick Whinney, 8, Old J. , to 
tel vidator in the lace of Edward John Davis, deceased, and to act jointly 
th Frit Behr, the surviving liqui: } 


Gazette, 
N ple ee Luwi1TeD.—Petition for winding i presented 





CRANSLEY 
he di to be heard before Kay, J., on April 10. arren and Co, Blooms- 
tay sap solicitors for the petitioner 
obtain PoTTERY COMPANY, ap ne a A an amped ee by Kay, J., 
dated March 20, it was ordered that the Yolaatery wis the company 
be con’ we postiyee and Co, Gt Winchester pte dy Aa! the ted Starch 3 
‘cE Liuited.—Petition for winding up, mentee h 26, 


ENERAL 
directed to be heard before Pearson, J., on Saturday, Ap 
Co. Old J cane § solicitors for the petitioners 
Higuax 0) OK by one LiIm1TED.—Petition for wind 15, Bias 
fig to ed heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, etek 1 


Tremellen, Gray’s fp sq, agents for Mitchell; Gravesend, 


MacHEN IRon = NPLATE COMPANY, LIMITED.—Petition for winding w peed 
mingtom, eieeschs serene ior lidinoche, Vorureh, nethcigec tort em 
n, rook, agent for e, Newport, solicitor for the pees 
OLD CAERGWRLE ForGE Company, LIMITED. bit an order re." y_ Chi 
dated March 20, it was ordered ed that the company be wound up. Chester ree nd 
Oo, Staple inn, solicitors for the tioner 
OLIVER AND COMPANY y an order pote by Chitty, . ., dated March 
20, it was ordered that the company be woun Cnester and Co, o, Staple inn, 
wifes x2 for a ere ene and A Merehell, Ch Ia. collettors for 


~“ 





ALKER AND .—By an order made by Ken’ peiated ‘March 20, 
it was ‘orgared th “oy the voluntary winding up of the company be continued. 
—— ellen, Gray’s inn sq, agents for Watson, Bury, solicitors for the 

loners 
ARREN’S PATENT EMBOSSED Gass Company, Lowrrep.—By an order made > by 
Bacon, V.C., dated March 3 20, it wi ordeed. that the vohaktory winding up of 
the company be continued. Ocmbs and Uo, Bucklersbury, oliclbors Lor Phe 
petitioners 

(Gazette, March 30.] 


CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 


LIMITED IN 
HENSHAW AND pene pw LIMITED. ~ Petition for winding 
directed to be before the Vice-Chancellor, at the. Autize peeented 

wate cedhenbens on April 12 at 10.30, Millar, Manchestey, solicitor for 
oners 


(Gazette, March 30.1 
FRrenDiyY Soctertes me Dasores. 
OWSLEBURY BENEFIT SOCIETY, Ye A 
TETTENHALL UNION FRIENDLY Society, New = Tettochall, Pog Rn yt 20 


NORTHERN COUNTIES MuTUAL AID ASSOCIATION, Laitiewn, Stockton on Tees, 
Durham. March 24 
PICARD AND WaALONS BENEFIT Society, Rising Sun, Sale st, Bethnal Green. 


Marvh 24 
(Gazette, March 30.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM 
JERRED, Laws Ridssy, Bester, Wine Merchant. ” april 11; Parr v Jerred, 





trar, Exeter. F 
sone ‘Coustox, Mitchum, Surrey, Brewer. April 18. Jones v Wilks, 
Pearson, J. Jerome, Basinghall 


TURNER, unde. JOwN, Star Harries’ Gent, April 12. Turner v Jackson, 
Bacon, V.C. ten ts John st, Bedford row “ 
[ Gazette, March 16.) 


CaRPENTER, ALFRED, Median rd, Lower Clapton, Baker. April 16. Alexander v 
a a Chitty, J. Ry 2 Mark lane 


bmn Pak Kay J. RT oke and Co, dodttman sh Dogone egmna re i Ss 


Auwpan, Pamir D Dovaas, Clifton, — Commission Merchant. 
Mieling Chitty, J. ery - 
Bury, SanaH, Asylums 2d, Old Kent rd. ‘April 28. ey V Cattell, Pearson, J. 


row 
J ARRATT GEORGE JARRATT, Unsworth, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer, April 
Banking Co pton, Registrar, 


Manthoce Co Limited v Crom; Manchester. Shippey, 

r 

Roop, GEORGE FREDERIOK, Ramsgate, Kent, Gent. April 10. Hermitage ¥ 
Christian, Bacon, V.C. Hilis, Margate 


{@anette, March 23.) 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 36. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Birch ates Florence, Italy, Knight. April 19. Murray and Co, 
, Rrowarp Paseaen, Brook #t, Grosvenor sq, Stockbroker. April 9. 
a bY Watttaa, 'S New st, Covert Garden, Licensed Viemaller, April 9. 

(sae somes, , Borks, Builder. May 1. Beale and Martin, 


Bo S Promas Pownats, Salford, Lancaster, Grocer. April %. Dixon, 
0, Manchester, Tea Merchant. April #7. Dixon, Matichester 








poe Bow aoe sh ._ Aptil 90. Bayt 
Mary URsvULA, Wihen, 15. Stevens and Co, Witham 
WitiiaM Francois, Avenue des Champs, Elysées, Paris, Esq. June 
Bircham and Co, Parliament st, Westminster 
GARTHORNE, RALPH Tuowas “Brixton Oval, Surrey, Esq. Apfil 30. Hine- 
Garten Ane Stones ‘Leamington Pri Warwick. Aprili7. Freshfields and 
Williams, Bank bigs 7" - 


villas, Lower Norwood, Gent. April 16. Blake and Uo, 
Co! hill, Gansan we 

- THOMAS, Kennington Cross, Linen Draper. April 20. Vincent, Budge 
row, nnon 


~ +B 
Hua 8. Warlock St Peter's A ll. B Grove lane, 
HES, Amat, rd, age pril ridger, 


L&MPRIERE, ANN WHITE, My? 1. Pte = Dotter: row 
MakTIN, EE, Brownlow rela Taylor. Bol 
Mgerens, WitiiaM, Old Sodbury, Gloucester, veokan. ray 1. Fasseli ot and Co, 


Price, WILLIAM, Enfield Wash ig ril 29. Smith Son, Furnival’s inn 
PurgstLey, JouN, Church Stile, Roch Gent. A a Hartley and Oo, 


og, tH od Rev _.Watsas Tomas, Taunton, Somerset, Clerk. April 24. Chan- 

ning, Laun 

RID.ey, jouw "Barry, Grezdon, Surrey, Retired Oabinet Maker. April 10. 

Benson, Clement’s inn, Stran - 
April 21. Hankinson 


76, JOM, Bt Aunes on the Sea, Lancaster, Chemist. 
and Son, Manchester 

ALFRED, Cantlowes rd, Camden Town, Merchant. April 30. Baddeley, 
HN, Cardiff, Shipowner. 


Ro Mar 3i. M 
SALMON, oe Fairford, Gloucester, Dealer. niga 30. Hitchman [es, 
ScuLL, Aun, Dries. May 1. 


De yy ah hor Stable Keeper. April 
v ent B v 
30. padeemaur os Co, eushire ter, Fortiand pl ae 


SHUTE, st, Pimlico, Estate Agent. “April 27. 
Mackeson an and Co, > noain's in eh ane . 

Situ, JoHN NEVE, 1, Gen: 2%. Hird, Gt 

Toe, RIcHaRD, eo hk hye 14, and Bi Bic- 


WAKEFIELD, RicHakD, Bristol, Builder. ey 1. pats and Oo, Bristol 
WARING, SAMUEL, Manches' ester, Pain Tucker, Manchester 
Woopwaxp, ELEANOR, Ryde, Isle of Wight. brit 17. Proctor Street, Lincoin’s 


' Gasette, March 23.) 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
A enn by AR Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold Property 


pavestiomages, thés week, 

«, | Api. —y ty A Waste, ot the Matt, a 2p.m., Feec- 

hola \d and Grdend Dante (see shvertionsens, this week, p . 

April 7.—Messrs. Epwimy Fox & at the Mart, at 2 p71. olicy of 
urance (see advertisement, 27, p. 4). 

Sy eS yy Baker & Sons, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Frechold and Leasehold 
perties (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

DOLBEY.—March 21, at Strefford House, Sutton, the wife of Thomas Hamer 

Dolbey, barrister-at-law, of Seri 

ne ®; at R. Elsham- Kensington, the wife of John Charies Fox, 
so 

JOHNSON. rpey Lansdowne-road, W., the wife of Harry Johnson, of 
perma. an £08 $8, Lane of a daughter. hen 

a gece S, r of son, Kenwood, poetic Herne Bay, the wife of Henry C. 

ones, 

LOWTHORPE-GREEN. ae te near the of J. W. 

Lowth: oma 


nMarch 25.7 > the of T. A. 


ans, Gettenenen aoe ofa ter, 
PALMER-—March 25-28, at at West the wife of C. J. Palmer, solicitor, of 


be me il a at Se Ont Headingley, E. Wi solicitor, 
taohe, Mary G@ covaaghe Oy child of the late alker, be}, has onl 


Manpimts.—avch 23, at The PoE ary, George Masefield, solicitor, 











LONDON _GAZETTES. 


Mar % 
, John, ‘ nfo nL, Staifordshire, Grocer. Stoutbtidge. Pet Mar 19. 
Bell, William, Catchgate, 1 Spee ee Sree mm Newcastle on Tyne. 


Court. Pet Mar ee. 


Put Mar 

ae, Rae oom 

a aa 
Quo. I ars. 


ake Tene we ned 
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1 We . \. Atherstone, Warwickshire, Gent, A 
Bunting, J Deiat \ + maaad House Decorator. alsall. Pet Mar 24, Ord Mar 24. a. ¥ igherdl, 5 Ae ad nr me, c en pr 6 at 11, 
Chambers, Alfred, Exeter, Poulterer. Exeter. Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 22. Exam | Beadell, Thomas, Cran] Furniture Dealer. Apr 6 at 11.30. Borough ang 
Apr 15 at 11 County Halli, Guildford, Surrey 
e. A S, Pucitaghemiie, Innkeeper. Banbury. Pet Mar 24. | Bell, W: Catchgate, nr Lints Green, Durham, Farmer. Apr 6at2. Officis 


Creaser, James, York, oe, York. Pet Mar24. Ord Mar 24. Exam Apr 30 
Henry Richard Cobden, Liverpool, Solicitor. Liverpool. Pet Mar 11. 
pes Mar ». Exam Apr 5 at 11 at Court house, Government bldgs, Victoria st, 


same Wiliam, Isle of Ely, Caphetiigestire, Builder. Cambridge. Pet Mar 10. 


Ord Mar 24. Exam Apr 
Bice a Gutter ig , Agent. High Court. Pet Mar 17. 
Exam May 14 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln s inn fields 
Fairhurst, Josep h, Liverpool, Restaurateur. Liverpool. Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 


Exam yr 5 at 11 at Court house, Government — Victoria st, Liver- 


Bes 


do A Painter. Wolverhampton. Pet Mar 
Hid George Duke, jun, Angmering, 8 F Brighton. Pet Mar 20. 
jussex, Farmer. m. Pe 
H Joba, High st, 3 at, 1 ieee Manager. H per Pet Mar 
ae r) le e, ic house ‘oO 
Ord xan Mt 5 14 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
Holdsworth, Sami, Leeds, Builder, Leeds. Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 22. Exam 
le, Henry, Hadlow, Kent, Farmer. Tonbridge Wells. Pet Mar 24. 
en ten Heat May 133 1 P a4. Pet M 
0) ’ » ern lamo 
23. Ord 23. Exam Apr 13 at 2 ” nae gate ra 
orthamptonshire, Rail wa; rvant. eter 
Ord Mar 22. Exam Apr 65 at 1 - er 
Hunt, Robert, Charlies st, St James’s, Gentleman. High Court. Pet Oct 27. Ord 
5 “. Pl as 3 -30 at > _— ae nes Pe 
arratt, James, Yarw rthamptonshire, Gentleman. Peterborou, 
ea Mar 3 Baar Aptis at 12 Kin pon Hull. P ‘ 
° m, Yo er. nm upon et Mar 23, 
J Mar 25. Exam Apr 5 at 2 af Court ho 20, ow Ni a Pet Mar 
itor dng Cald w ADE Sab B tra ‘' a te i“ : Ord 
ew! e, Butcher. Carlisle. t 23, 
Mar 23. ang oy Tt at Court house, Carlisle % o 
pn Charles, Winchester, Hair Dresser. Winchester. Pet Mar 22. 
Exam Apr 14 at 10 


Lat men nig Herefordshire, Innkee Hereford. Pet Mar 24. 
Ord Mar 2%. Exam Apr 9 % 
Mason, Edward Buckman, Alford, Lincolnshire, Tinplate Worker. Boston. 
Mar 20. Exam Apr 8 at2 
eld, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet Mar 24. Ord Mar 24. 


Meyer, Montague, Ernest Morris, fmm ag st, Wholesale Furriers. 
High Court. Pet Jan 29. Ord Feb 26. Exam Apr 
a) Weymouth, Dorset, Gentleman. Nesheste. Pet Mar 23. 
Ord 23. Exam Apr 8 at 12.30 at County Hall, Dorchester 
Marley, Thomas William, Buckingham Palace rd, Provision Merchant. High 
. Ord Mar 24. Exam May 6 at 12.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


z 
2 
; 


Nodder, Richard Joseph, Liverpool, Accountant. Liverpool. Pet Mar 22. Ord 
Mar 22. Exam Apr 1 at 11 at Court house, Government bldgs, Victoria st, 


Liv 

Orams, ick Watis, Leeds, Hay Dealer. Leeds. Pet Mar 22. Ord M: 
Exam Apr 13 at 11 A shies 

, Charles Frederick. yor Astiete Colourman. Birmingham. Pet 

Mar22. Ord Mar 2. Exam A 

Pinfold, Austin, Birming’ aay: tg | Pet Mar 23. Ord Mar 23. 


Exam esis 7 is 
re, eam Bp inchester, Fishmonger. Winchester. Pet Mar 23. Ord Mar 
rit ae b ny Li Timber Brok Li 
, nr Liverpool, r Bro 
* Pet 3%. = Bar 3. Exam Apr 5 at 11 at Court house, Government b oe 
Pridmore, J - h, Eaton ee Bedfordshire, Grocer. Bedford. Pet Mar 20. 


Richardson, Hannah Lee * atl » Sorte, Woollen Manufact 
ae ®, - ey Pri oollen urer. Dewsbury. 


sited Giieum Sapien, Lame late , a Oldham. Pet M 
Mar 22. Lag 20 at heed ten etitiam ~~ we 7% Oe 
ot, Beene. or. enhead. Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 22, 


Sa pt Lamberhurst, Kent, Grocer. Tonbridge Wells. P. 
wy’ 8, Baa May 1 2 ‘onbridge Wells. Pet Mar 1. 
= a Cor, Netherseal, Leicestershire, Farmer. Burton on 
Exam Apr 15 at 1 


Ord Mar 23. 
shaper’, H dg Hnddersficld. Butcher. Huddersfield. Pet Mar 23. Ord 
2 Exam Apr 10 at 11 


Sillery, Robert Seymour Croxton, Tiverton, Devon, occupati eter, 
Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 2. a 15 at 11 neta —- = 
Skliros, George Eustace, blisher. High Court. Pet M 

Mar 2%. Exam May 4 at 11 at 24, Lincoln’s inn fields 7 


re, Cabinet Maker. Portsmouth. Pet Mar 


22s 


William, Petersfield, H 
On Ord Mar Exam oa a 


Richard, sen, Ma F: 
—_ am A Ss oo armer. Oxford. Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 
Stoner, . upon , Hul Mar 
Ord Mar 2: ee Apr 19 at 2 at panty wrhall, Hull > 2S ” 
win, Leicestershire, Grocer 
ow A aates urton on Trent. Pet Mar 
twe,3 Uttoxeter, Staff aaah Burton on Trent. Pet 


%, Exam Apr 15 at 1 


bs <5 Walter Arthur, B hire, Clerk Orders, Grims 
et Maar. Ord Mar 24. Bia Apr tat if at Townhall, Grime i “he by. 
Ord Mar 23. Exain Apr — om. Fes Men 9. 


5 at il 
bury, Grocer. Salisbury. Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 22. 
Cardiff, Boot Maker. Cardiff. Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 22, 


2 
5 Glamorganshire, Grocer. Neath. Mar 
Marz. Exam Kor 6 at's3 at Townhall, Neath ” 77 _ 


Woodbam, Hemy, He ngerford, Berks, Watchmaker. Newbury. Pet Mar 23, 


Ord Mar 2%. Exam 
Bay aad Oxnver Rrscteven 


Alban 
Hesris, Alban Booth, Bournemouth, Lodging House Keeper. Ord Dec 7. 
Finest MexTinas. 


Bf dier, 
Be at. Westmorland, Saddler Apr 2at11.00. Official Re- 


S 
v= 
i} 


i 
ae 
ates 


Z 
R 


Receiver, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 


Boreham, Charles, Kelvedon Common, Essex, Carpenter. Apr3atii. County 
Court, Brentwood 

Brain, Samuel Geo: » Manectehels, Gloucestershire, Plumber. Apr 6 at 12,99, 
Oficial Receiver, chmbrs, 1 


ttingham, out of business. Apr 2ati2. Officia) 

‘pavement, 3 Nottingham 

Exeter, P terer.- Apr 5 at10. Castle of Exeter, at Exeter 

= et York, J ciner, wae 7 at 12. cial Receiver, 17, Blake st, York 

Danby, Sarah, Taunton, Tobacconist. Apr 2 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 9, 
Middle * Taunton 

, Whitecross st, Fruiterer. Apr 12at11. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s ing 


Pf --. Benjamin, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Painter. Apr5at4. Official Re. 
ceiver, St Peter’s sone, Wolverhampton 
bbitass, Henry , Lancashire, Saddler. Apr2at3. Official Re. 


ceiver: Briory 2 Zumbes, Uston st, Oldham 
Girling, Richard, Roydon, Norfolk, Farmer. Apr3at12.45. Magistrates’ Room, 


Green. George, Ash, nr Sandwich, Builder. Apr2at2. 32, St George’s st, Can. 


Green, rge, Oldbury, Baker. Apr 5 at 10.30. Court house, Oldbury 
Han.mond, Stephen George, Dover, Builder. Apr2at 10.15. 32, St Ge George’s st, 


Hargreaves, Edward, Dovercourt, Essex, Schoolmaster. Apr2at4. Townhall, 
He, Soree apes, jun, Angmering, Sussex, Farmer. Apr3at2. Norfolk 
Tito 2 abe, Herter, Oxfordshire, Farmer. Apr 6 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 
Hayes. Wi) , Marylebone rd, Artist. Apri5at12. 38, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
Horsfield, Osmond, Ashton under Lyne, Lancashire, Tailor. Apr2at2. Official 


Receiver, Townhall chmbrs, Ashton under Lyn 
Hudson, Samuel, P 


eakirk, N ethengnatenae, Tanwes Servant. Apr 5 at 12.45, 
Count: ent Peterborough | 

Hunt, James, New yard, Shoreditch, Box Manufacturer. Apri4at 
11. a Done Lincoln’s inn ‘ 

Jacques, Tom, rley st, Barnsley, Joiner. Apr 5 at 11.30. Official Receiver, 3, 

Jenkins, Sophia, A th, Cardiganshire, Milliner. 


Hotel, abayveowit 
Johnson, Edward, bebe ag ad Yorks, Saddler. Pat at 11, 


Law Society, Lincoln's inn bldgs. Bowlalle 


Apr 8 at 11. Lion 
Hull Incorporated 


Jones, William, Cwmbran, Mon., ictualler. Apréati. Official Re- 
ceiver, 12, » suadeges D pl, Newport, ‘ . 
Jordan, Thomas, dewgate, te, Carlisle, I Butcher. Apr6éat12. Official Receiver, 


tg st, Carlisle 


xn D - ed ease, Winchester, Hairdresser. Apr5ats. Official Receiver, 
74, Hig 8) 
-_ Y ge, and Edwin Lambert, Iorsmonden, Kent, Millers. Apr 2 at 2 


el & Reeves, Grove rd, Tonbridge Wells 


Bankruptcy bli Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
—_ — Edw: Epping, Essex, Hotel Keeper. Apr 7 at 12. 28 and 29, St 
wi ’s 


Lone, Som James ars Canterbury, Fishmonger. Apr 2at9.45. 32,St George’s st, 


Muscott, —_ and Frederick Bruce Muscott, Fenchurch st, Shoe 
Manufacturers. Apr 7 at 11. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 

Osborne, Isaac, Norfolk, Builder. Apr 3 at 2. The Magistrates’ Room, 

Parfitt, William, North rd, Caledonian rd, sipher Dealer. Apr 5 at 12. Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Portugal a Lincoln’s inn fiel 

ete, Frederick Hew a! = oy Stratford St ‘Mary, Suffolk, Horse Dealer. Apr 

2at il ownhall, Cok 

Piper, F oy Apr 6 at3. Official Receiver, 74, High 


st, ter 

Plenty, Edwin George, Beaumont st, Mile End rd, Cowkeeper. Apr 7 at 12. 
Bankrup — Portusal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Pre, Js James @ arnforth, Lancashire, Bill Poster. Apr 2 at 1.30, Station 


Richards, Baril Pili, Aberystwith, Cardiganshire, Grocer. Apr? at 11. Raven 
oO hrews' 
Robson; Thomas, "Reyton, Lancashire, Late Innkeeper. Apr5at3. Official Re- 
ceiver, Priory chbrs, Union st, Ol 

ace, Goore>, Sheffield, Foreman. Apr 6 at12. Official Receiver, Figtree lane, 


Shep a Heaton, Bradford, Yorks, Rptcher. Apr 5 at 3. Official Receiver, 
rt bldgs, New st, Huddersfield, Yorks : 
Shepherd, Thomas, Nottingham, Coal Merchant’s Clerk. Apr 2 at 2. Official 
Receiver. 1, High pavement, Not tingham 





Sillery, Robert pop pedion: Tete, Devon, no occupation. Apr 5 at 4. 
Palmerston H: Nverton 
&, Henry, well, Somerset, Farmer. Apr 3 at 12.30. Official Receiver, 
, Bris 
Stoner, John 6 at 3. Incorporated Law 


, Kingston ull, Innkeeper. A 
Society, Lincoln’s inn fon epee A dep, Bowialey lane, H: Hull 
Strong, Yates Tottenham, Tim’ ber Merchant. Apr 5at 11, 28 and 29, St Swithin’s 
Tage, Leann Oxford, Dairyman. Apr 3 at 11. Official Receiver, 1, St Aldates, 
Themes, J “pl, Newport Men, Marble Worker. Apr 6at3. Official Receiver, 12, 
Twelves, Charles bert, Sheffield, Painter. Apr 6 at 11.30, Official Receiver, 
rlod James pe ames George, Salisbury, Grocer. Apr 5 at 3.30. Official Receiver, 
hyborn, John William, Shoreham, Grocer, Apr 6 at 12. Official Receiver, 39, 
Me” acne Official 


jams, Martha, Cwmavon, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Apr 5 at 11. 
Receiver, 6, Rutland st, Swansea ? od 





fi 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Alwen, Noah James, Dowdeswell, Gloucestershire, Farmer. Cheltenham. Pet 

Mar 13. Ori Mar 19 

ons Jam, Kingswinford, Staffordshire,Grocer. Stourbridge. Pet Mar19. 
r 

Beste, i Bate, Richmond, no occupation, Wandsworth. Pet Mar 12. 


or George Stamp, Ecclesfield, Yorks, Roller. Sheffield. Pet Mar 23. 








Brown, Solomon, Great Yarmouth, Smackmaster. Groat Yarmouth, Pet Feb 10. 
Ord Mar % 


tain Robert William, and John Barton, op lane, Lightermen. Apr 5 ati!. ° 


swe eS Pp 


a oe & & ff 6 





386, 
——=a 
T 6 at 11, 


ugh and 
, Officig 
County 
} at 19,90, 
Official 
Exeter 
it, York 
‘iver, 9, 
In’s inn 
tial Re. 
cial Re. 
Room, 
it, Can. 


Be’s st, 
vohall, 
‘orfolk 
eiver, 
coln’s 
ficial 
12.45, 
P14 at 
er, 3, 
Lion 
rated 
l Re- 
iver, 
iver, 
at 2 
tlt, * 
, St 
8 st, 


Shoe 
} inn 
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ra 


Burdell, William petierton, ettinghien, out of business. Nottingham. Pet Omry. Robinson, and_John Thomas Curry, Newcastle on Tyne, Merchants. 
Newcastle Mar Ord Mar 25. a om 2 
Mar 1 Oma G Davies, John, soul, Cardiganshire, ‘Tailor Carmarthen. Pet Mar 25. 


omas, Grafton, Publican. York. Pet Maris. Ord Mar 23 
at Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Preston. Pot Mar 6. Ord 


oon, il Gorleston, Suffolk, Publican, Great Yarmouth. Pet Mar 3. Ord 
Mar 24 

Cursley, Arthur Woodcock, Leicester, Builder. Leicester. Pet Mar 1. Ord 
22 


Sarah, Taunton, Tobacconist. Taunton. Eee Mar 19. Ord Mar 22 
Denby, resser. Leiceste Ord Mar 22 


a Dewick, Joseph, Leicester Printers Mi Sheffield. Peet Mar, Ord Mar 28 
Drummond, pgeoape yard, Fenchurch st, Drug Merchant. High Court. 
set le Ge lane, Manufacturers’ Agent. High Court. Pet Mar 17. 
roe. Benjamin, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Painter. Wolverhampton. Pet Mar 
ome A South Croxton, Leicestershire, Labourer. Leicester. Pet Mar 


Hansom, H — John, Park rd, Haverstock hill, Architect. High Court. Pet 
27. 
Harn, George Edward, Slough, Railway Clerk. Windsor. Pet Mar 2. Ord 
| ee John, Staindrop, Durham, Innkeeper. Stockton on Tees and 
wMiddlesborough.” Pet Mana Ord Mar 38 
H William Edward, a on Tyne, Commission Agent. Newcastle 


on Pet Mar 17. Ord Mar 
Holdsworth, Samuel, Leeds, Buil Builder. Leeds. Pet Mar22. Ord 


Mar 23 
Hooton, O Charles, Walsoken, Norfolk, Fishmonger. King’s Lynn. Pet Mar 12. 
Jobneco, Arthur, Leek, Staffordshire, Silk Broker. Macclesfield. Pet Mar 12. 
io, “ee Caldewgate, Carlisle, Butcher. Carlisle. Pet Mar 23, Ord 


Lewis, Frederick William, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Hotel Keeper. Newport and 
Ryde. Pet Dec. Ord Mar 23 
wore Joomee, Wellington, Herefordshire, Innkeeper. Hereford. Pet Mar 24. 


Mason. Edward lar 2) Alford, Lincolnshire, Tinplate Worker. Boston. Pet 


aces enry, Sheffield. Grocer. Sheffieid. Pet Mar24. Ord Mar 24 
Middleton, J Sainte Staffordshire, Merchant’s Clerk. Birmingham. 


Ria yi ™ + ee on Tyne, Cabinet Maker. Newcastle on Tyne. 


Pet Feb6. Ord 
Thomas, Newcastle on Tyne, Machinist. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 


are” Ga 

Nicholson, Joseph es -» , jun., Swansea, Importer of Iron Ore. High Court. 
a Mar 

Nodder, Richard mr Wavertree, near Liverpool, Accountant, Liverpool. 


Pet Mar 22. Ord 

Norris, George, Gre press | Sen Boot Manufacturer. Great Yar- 
Rg Feb 9. Grd Mar Oades, Egham, Surrey, Builders. Kingston, Surrey. 
Pet Jan 29. Ord Mar 2 “ 

Gra ar 2” » Heywood, Lancashire, Dealer in Clothes. Oldham. Pet Mar 5. 


pores, Upacestels Watts, Leeds, Hay Reston. Leeds. Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 23 

Pinfold, A irmingham, Baker Pet Mar 23. Ord Mar 23 

Rosbrot, an Genoa, Barrow, Suffolk, 2 Bury St Edmunds. Pet Mar 17. 

ul, Richard, Birkenhead, Tailor. Birkenhead. Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 23 

hriber, Major, Dover st, on ay ly. High Court. pet Feb 19. Ord Mar 22 

Slingsby, Thomas, King’s Cliffe, Werthaumptonsiipe, Carpenter. pw ta 

Pet Mar 15. Ord Mar 24 

Smart, William, Petersfield, Hants, Cabinet Maker. Portsmouth. Pet Mar 23. 

Wells. Pet Mar 13. Ord 


Ord Mar 24 

Sparring, Henry, Banwell, Somerset, Farmer. 

Spiegelhalter, Lorenz, and Hermann Spiegelhalter, Whitecha) rd, Watch 
Makers h Court. Pet Feb 23. Ord Mar 23 “ 

stoner, John, - gston upon Hull, Innkeeper. Kingston upon Hull. Pet Mar 
Strong, George, Tottenham, Timber Merchant. Edmonton. Pet Mar 12. Ord 
Tagiee, Dentonin, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fish Merchant. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Mar 
Thomas, David, Trawsfynydd, Merionethshire, Farmer. Bangor. Pet Mar 13. 


or ie oaeph, , Leicester,jConfectioner. Leicester. Pet Mart. Ord Mar 24 
Broole st, Newington Butts. High Court. Pet Oct 10. ‘ora 





PP 





Ne 
Wakelam, William, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Lock Manufacturer. Wolver- 
hampton. Pet Mar 18. Ord Mar 22 


Watts, W Boot Maker. Cardiff. Pet Mar 22. Ord Mar 22 
Wiis’ "Ord James, Thames st, Rotherhithe, Boat Builder. High Court. Pet 
Wells, Arthur frederick Henry, Lewisham, Beer Retailer. Greenwich. Pet 


White, Ebenezer Lilly, Birmingham, Black Ornament Manufacturer. Birming- 
ham. Pet Mar 20. Ord Mar 22 
Williams, . Gellygaer, 4 AOCERSOR Grocer. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet 


Mar 18.’ Ord Mar 22 
TUESDAY, Mar 30, 1886. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Airey John, Freston, Lamcastiiee, Insurance Agent. Preston. Pet Mar 26. 


Mar 27, 
a ae Exam Apr 16 ae Staffordshire, Licensed Victualler’s Manager. 
Steur Pet Mar Mar 26. Exam Apr 18 at 11 
Bates, Heavy, Serene Tailor. Court. Pet Mar 24. Ord 
Mar 24, er — 
Beynon, James ay mesh Swansea, General Dealer. Swansea. Pet Mar 2. Ord 


Exam 
Bilborough Geor; 9 rd, Sh, Ligookn' High Oe Court. Pet Mar 25, Ord 
2. Exam B at 11.90 at 94 Ling ’sinn fields 
eld st, Woollen W: % Tigh Oe Court. Pet Mar 
Gtark, ‘Beer et ne, Sout. 


Ord 
Bt. James’ 


arehouseman 
ar 26. Exam May 12 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’ 
Oiatk, Berthnlcvew John, and Heary Vincent Siark 


wark, E 
11.80 ‘at 34 Lincoln's on m Soli sectonce  tynalptones Mars a. 
Olgrke, Arthur Goonge, Ne » Seweastle on aire Pork Butoner. Newcastle on Tyne. 


Exam A 

Cole, Geonge Stevens, Llanell Carmarthenshire, rocer, Carmarthen. 
Opitien vite We Exam Apres st, Coffee House : ouse Keeper. eal 
et Mar Ord Mar 3. Bxam May Sat 12 at 4, Lincoln's A guide 


Fletcher, 
Forwood, Charles Brittain, Li’ 


Ord Mar 25. Exam 
Dillamore, 


James Thoms, Bedford, Commission Agent. Bedford. Pet Mar 25. 
Ord Mar 26. Exam May 5 


Dixon. J Skelton, Seed Merchant. Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough. 
my het Ord Mar 


Pet Mar 25. Exam 7 at 10.30 
William, Pateley Bridge, Yorkshire, Chemist. Northallerton. Pet 
Ord Mar 25. Exam Apr ot te =e = ae my 
Weat tien, 4S ae ‘at Court House, Government buildings, 
Gard, George, Orawley, Sussex, Shopkeeper. Brighton. Pet Mar2%. Ord Mar 
26. Exam Apr 22 at 11 
Goble, Frederick, Fyesens 14, Sinesthem, Grocer’s Assistant. Wandsworth. 
ttingham, Agent. Nottingham. Pet Mar 25. Ord Mar 2. 


7. 


Woe Froverisk Pomberton, and Char citi Tel Bethel, King, Wien iS at i130 at 
Licensed Victualler. Wolver- 
>" Ne tS abhor ottingham. Pet Mar 9%. Ord 
a Joseph A: Gutfen, Wiienbel, Gtaticntehine, Grocer. Wol- 


erhampton. Pet 24. Ord Mar 26. 19 
a. Charles Arthur, High st, Wandsworth, 
ybulders. Exam Apr 29 


E 


and Alfred 
Wandsworth. Pet Feb5. Ord Mar 11. 
» — Woollen Manufacturer. Dewsbury. Pet Mar 


Ord Mar 26. Exam A: 
Mia ose ie Root Coffee House Keeper. Canterbury. Pet Mar 2%. 


Mar 25. 
core, Daniel, Exatt Vulsall, Builder. Walsal!. Pet Mar 25. Ord Mar 25. Exam 


woe 12 

Moore, Francis J Ashb: ay re, Renee. Islington, out of employment. 
High Court. oe o z 26. nee tne 11-20 at Be Linootn’s 
Essex, Furniture Dealer. High Court. Pet Mar 2. 
ay 92, oh 31.00 98 3, LOncoin's inn Salts 


Ord 26. Exam 

Mowbray, Richard Butler, Cheshire, out Nantwich and 
Crewe. Pet Mar 25. Ord Mar 25. aaah Dae 24.06 11 5900 eewe 
Mumford, William, U; 2 my F- Oxford st, Provision Dealer. 


High 
ae Pet Mar 26. Mar 26. Exam May 13 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 
Nuttall Rober. Acestogten Lancashire, Packer at Print Works. Blackburn. 

Pet Exam 13 at 11,90 


Salisbury. Pet Mar26. Ord Mar 


Parsons, Joseph - Winterslow, Wilts, 
et e ahead, Manager toe Provision Desler. Birkenhead. Pet 
Mar 26. Ord 


—$ jas nr Merthyr ‘Tydiil, Bootmaker. Merthyr Tydfil. 


Pet Mar 25. Ord Mar26. Exam 
Rowe, Seosge, Hankey. Booterator “Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall. Pet Mar 
an wi 4 Exam Apr 30a 11 at Townhall, Hanley 
> eweastie under Lyme, 
and Tunstall Pet Mar 2%. Ord Mar 24. gy ee 
Smith, Samuel Kerrison Bradwell, Suff Farmer. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Mar 
15. Ord Mar 26. Exam Apr 19 at 2.30 at ‘ownhall, Gt Yarmouth 
Cumberland, Shgenenee 


gale, Feuntnan. Kirkinten, . . Carlisle. Pet Mar 25. 
Apr 8 at 11 Court house, Carlisle 

Stenning, alfred, Brighton, B Brighton. Pet Mar 2. Ord Mar 26. 
Exam Apr 2? at 11 


Stredwick, Rowena, Canterbury, Baker. Canterbury. Pet Mar 5. 
Twist, William, South Tee Lanen, Aaatiantin. Liverpool. Pet Mar 18. Ord 
Mar 26. Exam Apr Sarit at Court house, Government bidgs, Victoria st, 
V5,_ OM Mar 3, Beam Apr is at organshire, Builder. Cardiff. Pet Mar 
Vet arse eam & m, Licensed Victualler. Nottingham. Pet Mar 26. 
yeas me Seregyroren Brighton. Pet Mar 25. Ord 
be we he atil 
Pet 2. ag RY 


— 
Mar 25. pene Bo pr ib at 12 at Gul 
The following 


rit ae that oars See. Bae Coat. 
Pet Mar %. Ord 


notice is su Sr ee rt pulsed nthe 
Tipet Mar is. Ord Mar 18, ee a me, De Dee ee 
First ME8TINGS. 
Bed John, Kingswinford, Staffordshire, Grocer. Apr 13at 10.30. C. Herbert 
ores eee Swansea, General Dealer. Apr9atii. Official Receiver, 
William Barber, Biggleswade, Bedfordshire, Grocer. Apr 8 at 2. Bank- 
ane ney Pies, Sevaee! Eockshine’ Brickmaber. Apr 8 at 12. Queen’s Hotel, 
i Walsall House Decorator. Apr 7 at il. Official Receiver, 
Jlewenatio on Tous, Peck Dateien. Apr 8 at 2.30. Official 


Grocer’s Assistant. Apri0 atil. Official 





Clarke, 
Receiver, Pink 
Clark, J. Tames Mines, Law 





ae ees Eanelly, Carmarthenshire Grocer Apr 6 at 3. Official 

ever it, Guay st Carma Watchmaker. Apr 6 at3. Official Receiver, 
SS nee 
Deck, Hobert, W ood Norton, Norfolk, Parmer. at 1, Official Receiver, 8, 


King st, Norwich 
Devin, Sake Tis Cisiihesiaiid: Shales mc gee Official Receiver, 


Drake, eh OTE Camheidge, Dailder. Apr 13 at 2.90. Lamb Hotel, 
Liverpool, Restaurateur. Apr f at 3. Official Receiver, 35, 
Matster’s Agent. Apr i4 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lin- 
Clerkenwell rd, Jeweller. Apr? at 13, Bankruptcy 





Pa . Black- 
burn. Pet Mas se Ord Mar’90 Runs “Le 19 of 11.80 a 


a *s inn fields 
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Hall, Joseph. Hyson green, Nottingham, Agent. Apr6éat12. Official Receiver, 

-¥ a 

Helmore, Thomas dmund, onstone, Essex, Corn Merchant. Apr 12 at 12. 
38, Lincoln’s inn fiel 











‘ Hardacre, W Smith, Bury, Lancashire, Boot Manufacturer, Bolton. Pe 

visa el Vander, St. Mary Axe, Clerk. Apri6 ati. 33, Garey st, Lincoln's te uben, Neath, G Glamorganshire, Picture Frame Manufacturer. Negth. 
‘et iL. 

Heys, Wil tem Henry, Westgate, Dewsbury, Innkeeper. Apréat10. Official | Harrison, Thomas, areby, nr Stamford, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Peterborough. 


Be is Kons, Farmer. Apr 6 at 2.90. Spencer and Reeves, mee ds 
ea ER A coenshive, Fishmonger. Apr 6 at 32. Official Heel 


yds Norfolk, Farmer. Apr 10 at 12. Official Re- 


Beate. hur Seen orwich 
ames, Yarwell, Northamptonshire, Gentleman. Apr 14 at 11.45. 
County ¢ Court, Peterborough 

i Mon kwearmouth, Durham, Grocer. 


ey te ay Crockher' 
‘i A = Receiver, St. Boter’s close, \ Wolverhampton 
omas, We mn, 01 
ue, oat 2, Offa st, Hereford 

ock, Mary Jane, Snelsmore, Berks, Widow. Apr 7 at 12.30. Jack Hotel, 


‘an. ward Buckman, Alford, Jigooinehise, Tin Plate Worker. Apr 8 at 
Man G ‘Official Receiver, 48, High st, Bos 


May, George Hi Henry, Sheffield, Grocer. ‘Ape? 7 at 11.30. Official Receiver, Figtree 
, Liverpool, Spinster,. Apr8at%. Official Repeiver, 35, Victoria 


Mills Robert, Wye, Kent, Coffee house Keeper. Apréat3. Official Receiver, 

il, shford 

Moore, Daniel, jun, Walsall, Staffordshire, Builder. Apr 7 at 2. Official Re- 
ceiver, Bri: st, Walsall 


Morris, Walter, Weymouth, Gentleman. Apr 6 at 12.30. Royal Hotel, Wey- 


m 
——, Richard Butler, Audlem, Cheshire, out of business. Apr 14 at 10.45. 
jotel, Crewe 
iehard, Joseph Wavertree, nr Liverpool, Accountant. Apr 7 at 2. 
eial Receiver, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
rederick Watts, Leeds, Hay Dealer. Apr 8st 11. Official Receiver, St 
st, Ship Brokers. Apri2atil. Bank- 


Orams, 
Andrew’s chbrs. 22, Park row, 
Payne, George H, and Co, Fenchurch 
Pridiare bidgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
muse, Jceenh, Eat Eaton Socon, Bedfordshire, Grocer. Apri5at1. Railway 
The 
Thomas, Dowlais, nr Merthyr Tydfil, Bootmaker. Apr7 at 12. Official 
ighards, 7 Merthyr Tydfil 
Rove, Hecaiver, New Hanley, Staffordshire, Boot Manufacturer. AprSat1i, Official 


— — ate 
therseal, Leicestershire, Farmer. Apr 6 at 2. 
Hct ¥ Hotel Bare upon Trent 





y 


Slater, J Newcastle under seme, Beerhouse Keeper. Apr 7 at 3.30. Official 
Receiver, Newcastle under Lym 
Smart, William, Petersfield, ‘fants, Cabinet Maker. Apr 7 at 12,30. Chamber of 


Commerce, 145, » Cheepaide 
Kir «4 ’ pepamneameenses Shoemaker. Apr 8 at 12, Official Re- 
ceiver, a, Fisher st, Carlis 
tenning, Alfred, Brighton, Builder. Apr? ati2. Official Receiver, 39, Bond st, 
‘ton 

Edwiu, Woodville, Leicestershire, Grocer. Apréat3. White Hart 

Bs Burton upon Trent 
Henry, Anerley Park, Penge, out of business. Apr8 et 

Receiver, 109, Victoria st, Westminster 

g, Clerk in Holy Orders. Apr 14 


3. 
Taylor, fan —, Roxby Vicarage, nr B 

a’ 2. Receiver, 3, Haven st, Grimsby 
wa ulna i Jon, poate rd, Forest Gate, no occupation. Apr 8at12. 33, Carey 

’s elds 
Tey ¥ eg Ditonster, Staffordshire, Wheelwright. Apr7at3, White 
William, ll Painter. Apri2at 11.20. Law Sosiety, Talbot 
brs, Shrewsbury : 
Wade, Samuel, Liversedge, Yorks, Currier. Apr 6 at 11. Official Receiver, 
W, Arthur Bartholomew, Brighton, Grocer. Apr 7 at 2, Bankruptcy bldgs, 
W; folk James, Thames st, Rotherhithe, Boat Builder. Aprgatii. 83, 
Sey st, Lincoin’s mein fields 

ly, B imingpam Black Ornament Manufacturer. Apr 9 at 
Ooett rd, Croydon, Builder. Apr9at3. Official 


, 109, ster 
Williams, William, Redland, Bristol, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Apr 8 at 
12.9). Official Receiver, Bank chmbrs, Bristol 


Wi we, Francis Thomas, Bridport "pl, Hoxton, Draper. Apr 12 at 2. 83, 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
We Henry, Hungerford, Berks, Watchmaker. Apr7at4. Jack Hotel, 
ewbury 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Abbots, Jobs, Ambleside, Westmorland, Saddler. Kendal. Pet Mar 19. Ord 
Adyarth, John Sire. fiebisn Bridge, Yorks, Newspaper Proprictor. Burnley. 
a ames Henry, Swansea, General Dealer. Swansea. Pet Mar 2%. Ord 
Bish, Fee Bete. Biggleswade, Bedfordshire, Grocer. Bedford. Pet Mar 
lest S OSE: Newcastle on Tyne, Pork Butcher. Newenstie on Tyne. 
Golatoning. Pet Ma 1.” fvg=s, Surrey, Coal Merchant. Guildford 
ate Charles Albert, ( Onslow rd, Richmond Hill Watchmaker. Wandsworth. 
Dey. Face, Handsworth, Staffordshire,Gentieman. Birmingham. Pet Mars. 
Difopers, James Thomas, Bedford, Commission Agent. Bedford. Pet Mar 2%. 
Deskotord, Das Dayid 1d Jemes Lowndes, Liverpool, Corn Merchant. Liverpool. Pet 
Banton Lodge, near Exeter, Hotel Proprictor. Exeter. Pet 
Peedi, Willer, Pate dy Bridge, Yorks, Chemist. Northallerton, Pet Mar 2%. 


¥ © s 
Crier, Vrederts Handew orth, Staffordshire, Wire Worker. Birmingham. Pet 


teckeean. Aprf at 10.30. Official 


onstance al Tarporley, Cheshire, Spinster. Nantwich ani Crewe, 
es Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet Mar 20, Ong 
Heys, Wiliam Henry, Dewsbury, Yorks, Innkeeper. Dewsbury. Pet Marg 


Hobece, Ty Wilmslow, Cheshire, Cotton Merchant. Manchester. Pet Map 


Apr 7 at 2. Official Re- Hoge, J John, in, High st, Marylebone, Public house Manager. High Court. Pet 
hire, Licensed Victualler. Apr 9 at - 


y rolverhampton 

Steel Pla’ anufacturer. Apr 8 at 12. 
er, 3, wn, Cardiff 

Leva, Joseph Audie Ore rcdenick ¢ Cutler, Willenhall, Staffordshire, Grocer. Apr8 


Horton, J J ohn, Ferndale, Glamorganshire, Fishmonger. Pontypridd. Pet Mar 
Sohnece, Fa Edward, Welton, Yorks, Saddler, Kingston upon Hull, Pet Mar 9, 
Leaver, William, Preston, Lancashire, Blacksmith. Preston, Pet Maris. Opa 
Lagett, i, onaslem, Watford, Handle Mapufacturer, St Albans. Pet Maré. Ord 


Motian George, and Thomas Embileton Harsocks, Liverpool, Felt Manufac- 
turers. Liverpool. Pet Maré. Ord Mar 
Mees, Peter, Bury, Lancashire, out of Detipane. Bolton. Pet Mar 11, Qra 


mae Daniel, jun, Walsall, Builder and Brickmaker. Walsall. Pet Mar 3, 
i Edward, Winchester, Fishmonger. Winchester, Pet Mar 22, Oni 
Pissey, Susan, and Baling Tiaey. Little Wakering, Essex, Farmers. Ghelms- 


Pet Feb 17. ar 22 
iy dcaeph, Eaton Socon, Bedfordshire, Groger, Bedford, Pet Mar 90, 


— poet Hanley, pent Manufacturer. Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall. 
Cee. Thomas, Bootle, nr Liverpool, Laundryman. Liverpool. Pet Marg, 
Shepherd, dy Heaton, Bradford, Yorks, Butcher. Huddersfield. Pet Mar, 23, 


Ord M: 


ar 
Slater, Joseph, Neweastle und Beerhouse Keepey, Hanley, Buralem, 
and Tunstall, ’” Pet Mar 2 Nah ” 


Somerton, John, leh ll out of business. Worcester. Pet Mar 16. Ord 
ne Kirklinton, Cumberland, Shoemaker. Carlisle, Pet Mar 2. 
itera. alle Ord Rear a Penarth, Glamorganghire, Builder. Cardiff. Pet 
Tuff, Edward, Walter Nottin Houndsditch, Hardware Factors, 
Hii Coane Pet Feb 22, Ord ra F 
Walker, John Henry, Hatfield Peverel, Essex, Brick Merchant. Chelmsford 
oS ae ain dns L H Kee Cor 
Pet oe beth, Bens gton g sq, Lodging House per. High Cour 
fig George, Wellesley ct rd, Croydon, Builder, Croydon. Pet Feb 11. 
Ygeem, George, iow 3 Brickhill, Buckinghamshire, Farmer. Northampton. Pet 





The Subscription to the Souicrrors’ Journat is—Town, 268, ; Countrys 
288. ; with the Weexty Rerorrer, 520. Payment in advance includes 
Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Volume, 
bound at the office—cloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 


All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal’ must be 
authenticated by the name of the writer. 
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scAW ITZER’S a QOCOATIN A. 
creer Boab. Oo, ose of the Finewt Quality | 


— it “* > most nutritious, per- 
Tnestibie be e be 


for Breakfast, Lun uncheon, or 
Benner os invaluable for Invalids and Children.” 
commended by the entire Medical Press. 4 
Bein vo fay a cope for fears a 5 - s Yr admixture, it suits 
and is four 


times pete Bec ok ot Souk See yet WEAKENED 
with starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER than such 


Mixtures. 
Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 
to a Breakfast Cup, costing less than a 
Cocoatiwa 4 La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may en when 
richer yy is lem 
In ting at lg, 6d., 88., &c., by Ghemisis and 


ers. 
Charities on 8; a Terms by the Sole Proprietor. 
H, Souwsrreme & Go., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.C 


NGINEERING BEPEES, EVIDENCE, 

ARBITRATIONS, &c.—M. *POWIS BALE, 

M. Inst. ue A.M. Inst. C.E., ae. of several 

nae nf eaparice,underate T th anny 4 
eS. ce) 

Vidition to his ordinary business.—Appold-street, 








HE CIVIL SERVICE CO-OPERATIVE 
SOCIETY, Limited, 28, Haymarket, London, 
8,W. SfBotablished ie) 


: 
ition passed at a Special Ge: 1 Meeting, 
he ot une, 1886, the Porwer of hai har 
Goes , which had 


jervice, was ee to ere in poche 


pyheae Teen, at lous. 





and to 
ae Professions. 
obtained on application to the 


, 4 CE LIST. 


application to the Secretary, by whom all partiodbars 
ast membership will be furnished. 


(JAVENDISE COLLEGE, 
: CAERIDS. 





RAMINATION ¥ wil be held at the COL- 
LEGES on fb ESA we 1886, for the Award of 
TWO se OLARSHIPS, A the value of £30 each, 
tenable years, offe by the CrorTH- 
A ‘ComPaNy Xnd by G. E, FosrEr, Esq. 
Copdidatee must be under the age of 17 on August 
The College ~—_n r anni cover all 
expenses for board as ating’ on extra Term in the 
Long Vacation and washing) and tuition, including 
University fees. 
For further Seioreaishtien apply to the WARDEN, 
Cavendish College, Cambridge. 


NEW OR TAL BANK CORPORA- 
LIMITE 


D 
Capital—Authorisod, a 000,000 ; Paid-up, £500,000. 


e-street. 
AGENCIES—Edinburgh, Bom- 
lon, Mauritius, Singapore, 

, ok kohama, Ko be, Nagasaki, 


Bank buys py tells Bills of Bachange, mabes 
Sesrepeas transfers, issues letters credit and 
transects banking and age bills for ER and 
be and agency business erally. 
are receiving ADD: pplications for 4 per 
cent. Debentures in sums of £10 and up secured 
upon the roohold bank premises in the’ City of 
London and elsewhere. 
Creditors of the old Sank can obtain 8 per cent 
debentures for the balance of their claims. 


({UABDIAN FIRE and LIFE OFPIOE, 

Head met, Lombard-street, London, E.C 
Law Courts Branch—21, Fleet-street, B.0 

Established ons 


Daag, Two Millions. 
HAIRMAN— G. H. Greps, Esq. 
Desury-Cuatancai Dina ONT ¥ Lvanodi, Esq, 
Rowland Nevitt Bennett, D 7) Bea. 

Esq. Rt. Hon. G. J. Shaw- 
at Bonham - a 

Charles F. Dev: 8. Hope 


efevre 
John BB Martin, Esq. 
Morley, Esq. 
James Goodson, ee Henry von Nozman, Esa. 
John J. Hamilton, sq. aves Powell, 


Thomson H. Cy ad. ugustys Beves ost, Hag 
Richard ox i) <4. n bot, Bsq., 
Bab as Vigne, Esq, 


Rt. Hon. J 
M. 
John why Esq. 
eo or FIRE ee =F J. ~~ 
GUAR AEP D Sx0RRTARY-—T. G C. Frowe 
Bhar ‘Gap at present paid up and n- "a4 


Total Agua! corte peesepocece oppeee reo 
mould be tise Pia canes 
on or before rte oh en Cia 





"The Directo 








EDE AND. GON, 
ROBE / MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her eae the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
judicial Bench, Corporation of of London, &c, 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town{Clerks, 
sad and Clerks of the Peace, 


CORPORATION BABES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


04, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOY. 
LONDON INSTITUTION, 


FINSBURY CIRCUS, B,C. 


THREE TRAVERS LECTURES 
WILL BE DELIVERED BY 

MONTAGUE SHEARMAN, Esqa., M.A. 
(Barrister-at-Law), ON 

PATENTS AND TRADE- MARKS, 

AND (Vice Dr. Edwin Freshfield), on 
MARINE INSURANCE. 
On Mondays, April 5th, 12th, ¢ 19th, 1886, at 5p. m 


Patents— April 5th; TrapE-Marxs— April 12th ; 
MakgrneE Ins NSURANCE—April 19th. 


For particulars apply to J. M. HorsBuRGu, Secretary. 


HE NEW ZEALAND LAND MORT- 
GAGE COMPANY, Limi 

a £2,000,000, by more than 800 
ano paid up. 

hold Doan ee 

the uncalled 

Ppa mnie, Sir Witt1am T. Power, 

W. K. Grawam, Esq. B. 

oie LARKWORTHY, THOS PR med Esq., 

ee ene ea Star- 











free- 
Debenture issue is limited to 


0.M.G. 
The Hen. Fig ‘nan -» M.L.O, 


Oye har eee 
nar WE rn, kaarg Dre, 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY 
Batablished 
torpor: 1, M oe : 


INCOME * FUNDS { (1884) :-— 
Fire Premiums w. se es. £573,000 
Life Premiums ... = « 


Interest... eee 
Accumulated Funds ee 


= ™ 





Apzunpzrr: I, 








Capital fully subscribed . £2,500,000 
Total Invested Funds, upwards of £2,000,000 a 


Total net annual Income exceeds . . £1,200,000 a 
Omer Orrices: 19 anp 20, Cornu, Loxpds, E-C 


ACCIDENTS or DAILY LIFE 


INSURED AGAINST BY 


THR RAILWAY PASSENGERS ASSURANCE COMPANY 
(BSTABLISHED 1849), 
64, CORNHILL, LONDON. 

£1,000,000, 

£246,000. 
COMPENSATION PAID yor 112,000 ACCIDENTS, 

£2,215,000. 
CuaInMAN—HARVIE M, FARQUHAR, Esa. 

Apply to the at the aed Stations, the 


West-end Office :—8, Granp Horen Burnprvas, W.0., 





UNTEARABLE \LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 


HOWARD'S PATENT. 
Stronger and more durable than any other 
Letter Copying Books now made. 
THE COPYING BOOK FOR THE PROFESSION 
Price List UPON APPLICATION. 


WODDERSPOON & CO., 
1, SERLE STREET, axp 1, PORTUGAL STREET 
LINCOLN’S INN, W.C. 








HOME for the 7 TREATMENT and CURE 
INEBRIATES, High Shot House, Twicken- 





Lieearena .—Tower House Retreat, 
ate-on-Sea, Ken: 








| Pye es | a 
HOTEL, 37 ae W.Cc 
—Beds, 1s. 6d. to 2s. 

This ola-qetabihes Se 


seem a 34. 


aa within five minutes’ teats’ walk off great ch gina 


fares ck diet Giese are, 
pe pe hon, The house is mest homelike, 
testimonials may be had on 





SALES FOR THE YEAR 1836. 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, ap al 
ky & saeer ee, 
ot thats SEL of 
Suburban, and 
Land, Ground. 
an 





a e441) 
SBS" pens 














Or at the 
Head Office:-@4, CORNHILL, LONDON, E.C. 
“WILLIAM J. * Beoretary. 
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LAW UNION FIRE & LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1854. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL April 3, 1886. 

















The only Law Insurance Office in the United Kingdom which transacts both Fire and Life Insurance Business. 





CHIEF OrFricE—126, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to upwards of £1,800,000 Sterling. 


By express provision in the Company's Deed of Settlement, and by the Conditions of the Policies of the Company, the Capital and Funds of each 
Department are and always have been kept distinct, and under no circumstances can the Capital or Funds of one Department be . iad to the payment of 
Losses or Expenses incurred in the other Department. 





Cuarrman: JAMES CUDDON, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-law. 
Deruty-Coarmman: C. PEMBERTON, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 





Extract from the Report of the Directors for the year ended 30th November, 1885 :— 


In the Fire Department the number of new Insurances effected during the year was 8,214, for an aggregate sum insured of £7,093,065, 

in new Premiums the sum of £11,080 8s. 9d. 

In the Life Department during the same period 243 Policies were effected, insuring £277,780, the new Premiums upon which amounted to 
£8,585 11s. 5d., of which £2,685 1s. 1d. was paid away for reassurance. Twenty Proposals for insuring £19,350 were declined, and 67 Proposals 
for insuring £52, 187 were uncompleted in the year. 

Fourteen Life Annuities for £537 5s. 6d. per anuum were granted, the purchase-money for which amounted to £5,790 12s. 8d., and ond 
a poy was also granted, at an Annual Premium of £48 9s. od. Eleven Annuities for £477 4s. 2d. per annum became void by 
death e year. 

The ane Life Policies were below the expectation, and were less than those of the year 1884 by the sum of £3,333 8s. 9d. 

The Fire Losses were much below those of the last preceding year, being about 33 per cent. of the net Premiums received in the year. 
The average rate of Interest realized on the whole of the Assets of the Company was £4 10s. 9d. per cent. (free of Income Tax). 


lie eal Nel le lias | canis aaa ait, * ili. 





Liberal eee say of Losses. Moderate Rates of Premium. Profits divided ery five years in the Late Department. 
Life Policies. from all Conditions and Restrictions, are granted at a slightly increased Premium 
granted against the contingency of Issue at moderate rates of Premium. 
s under Life Policies payable immediately on proof of death and title. 
are granted on Mortgage of Life Interests, Reversions, Leasehold Houses, &c. Reversions purchased. 


and every information may be obtained from 
FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 














THE CALIGRAPH, | Rim ovine “nora neanes 
THE FASTEST, LIGHTEST, AND MOST | Se ip res emery 
DURABLE WRITING MACHINE, MEM ORY ipacomepialig metre an a 

18 RAPIDLY DISPLACING THE PEN. | : 


snarl nare and farms of we ft a rae a 
sav and it turns work thatis as and F *—i/ ABBE _ . 
and ‘ Tinting. To Solicitors and | Forgetting, i wae agree with ihe, justice of the Glade. i fs) 


pay, i “Caligraph’” is invaluable, for. in REV. wa. oa —~) 3) Ta 
addition to advantages named above, a number of | ot Pri z. ae a from 
exe licates of an yy, ay at avy Be inate st 7 oy . Oxtord Bere 

pont ony e 


wsitten cmtthe “ on” Se always be set 

we cnevecty, correctly, and more rapidly. BY AUTHORITY, 
t is easily’ and does not get out of order. 
Special 

sheet of paper 11hin. wide, and writes a line 9}in. long. 


Sole Agent for the United Kingdom— The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1883. 


T. DAVISON, Every requisite under the above pets supplied on the 


18, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, LONDON, E.C- — 
es its _ The BOOKS and FORMS | kept in stock for immediate 


PARTRIDGE & COOP Ek. MEMORANDA and ABER ee yf ba wna rrgracr 




















speedil in th 
eer AD GRRNmAL eTATIONERS, | | Uebalen. SuARE CUatiercaes, DEBENTURES 
C., OD, Vi an n 
2, F w B.C. ond cnteuted. No Charge for Sketches. 
Lay Copying and Engrossing. Bolicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(late ASH & FLINT"), 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registratwn Agents, 


Sestoans Wittngs 
punctuality dispatch, at the lowest scale of 
charges. A good Discount allowed on agreed accounts 


LAW PRINTING. 





STATEMENTS OF CLAIM AND DEFENCE, AF 49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.C. (ourner 
DAVITS, and other PLEADIN at Is. per foli of Sérjeants’-inn), 
; CONVEYANCES, MORTGAGES. ke, Print Annual end other Retarns Stamped and Filed. 





‘or Registration. 
Discount allowed for cash on agreed aceounte. | uanise x you r HOUSES or APART- 


LITHOGRAPHY, | MOEDER’S HIRE SYSTEM. 
, BRIEFS yOn. Lan DRAFTS The original, and liberal. 
sor me tifeinel pris ash prices. No mg given. 
19d SOCIBTIES BEETS Lake ee Me Lisogrpiod pepe ee pont tn — 
with soeurmcy and dispatch, R, 248 140, and 260, Tottenham-court- 
PARCHMENT AND LEGAL PAPERS | zeus, b, and #1, Morwellstree, W.”nta 
Sempies and Catalogues sent post-free, 


ALSO tor HIRE ONLY, 








WM Ss. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 
to announce that their Sales by Auction of 
Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, 
oe are held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 
an ys. 
The attention of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, 
and others is particularly called to this ready means 
7 ay disposal of Property of deceased and other 
clien 

In co uence of the frequency of their sales 
Messrs. J. & D. are enabled to indice large or 
quantities at short notice (if req 

Sales of Furniture held at private lll 

Valuations for Probate or fer. Terms on ap- 
plication to the City Auction Rooms (established 
ives). 88 and 39, Gracechurch-street, E.C. 

essrs, Johnson & ond beg to notify that 

their Auction Wearing Apparel, Piece 
Goods, ar ng ond Office Furniture, Carpets, 
Bedding, & are held on each day of the week 
Saturday excepted). 





ESTABLISHED 1851. 


IRKBEO = s AN K.= 
eras cery-lane. 
THREE CENT. chest” allowed on 
DEPOSITS, pepulle on inna 
ako CENT. INTEREST on CURRENT 
COUNTS celeulated on the minimum monthly 
fo when not drawn below £100. 
a. viae undertakes for its Camtemenn, free of 
e Custody of Deeds, Writings, and other 
che Valuables; the collection of Bills ot 
Exchange, Dividends, and ‘Cou ons ; and the purchase 
and sale eet Stocks, Shares, and Annuities. tters of 
Credit and Circular Notes issued. 
The BIRKBECK ALMANAOK, with full particu- 
lars, post-free, on application. 
FRANCIS RAVENSOROFT, Manager. 


EPPS'S 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING 


COCOA 











